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The AuTH ORs 1 


APOLOGY. 


| FOR HIS - 


T may perhaps ſcem to ſome incongruous, 
that my Reply is not written in the Jan- 
 guageof the 0bjeftions ; and I ſhould haye 
> 08 thoughr ſo too, had the 0bjefions poke 
| the Language of my Diſcourſe. But ſince my Aſfail- 
' anttakes the Liberty to recede from my Style, I know 1 
- no reaſon obligeth meto humour his. And is leſs A 
Improper for a Book to differ in faſhion from ano- : 
-— ther thar oppoſeth it; than from that of which "tis a - 
» partand vindication. And this Anſwer were lufhci- 
-— ent for the ſeeming impropriety : Bur yet I have Rea- 
* fons more conſiderable to excuſeir. Imuſt confels 
- ther, that by that times Sciri was extam, I was 
F Go indiffrent co thoſe matters, that F had. 


4 


| The Authors Apology © 


much ado to perſwade my ſelf to a Review of what 
Thad written; and could have ben content to have 

| kk it without any other. vindication., then what it 
 --.. coulditfelf obtainfrom the: good ROLLS and ingenuity, 
'of impartial perulers. | Andin is coldneſs of humor 

- had without doubrdeſerved ir, but tharmy Book(el- 
| Jer importun'd me for another Edition : which re- 
queſt of his having conſented to,” 1 ſaw my ſelf under 
*  . - a neceſſityof decorum to return ſomething ON an &c- 
> _ cafion, in which filexce perhaps might have been ill- 
= , manners to an ingeniousand learned Adverſary. Bur 
+ though the conſtraint of theſe circumſtances over- 
S camemyaverſneſsro writing any more on a ſubject, 
 _-* with which [thought I had done for ever; yet could 
I. it, not prevail againſt the humour I had: oftroubling 
= -4, - my ſelf no. morethen. needs in.a buſineſs; ro which 
I-was driven , rather then. inclized or perſwaded, £0 
DT that after [ had reloly'd an Anſwer ; ir had been more 
difficult to have drawn my ſelf to pur it into 'any 

other: drſschen what 15 moſt eafje and familiar. Which 
yet W tec ſpofition and 
F lazine 5 'ofs my. hunfout ; but a dictate of my diſcreti- 
on. Forthe truth is, 1 forelaw the occaſion would not 

- engage me in. any; thing, thatl could think. worthy 
_ - of the univerſal Language; except T- ſhould; have 
- written a-Diſcowſe, and not/an. Anſwer.) Beſides 


© Which, had Luſed anc 


more diffuſejin reiterating | id 1 in the 
IE ks 7 x | - 2 $5 A | 'O p ) oled. 


4. 


So Res ens WE At Reo ets Ht ro a ger if he rene Acre rengirgy 


Ll 


ms Wager = 4 


ed F otherwiſe thoſe that underſtood not 
, had beenuncapable of my juſtification ; and 
and thoſe that do, nauſcated by the reperi- 
eſe then were the chief reaſons of my con. 


ting the Language I began with ; which I con- 
{s | was the more eaſily perfiwaded by 2 becauſe 
ere are late g.cat examples of like praCtice, whoſe 
ions *tis no diſcredit to imitate. And to all I 
that I love not that my Diſcourſe ſhould 
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of 
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& Seepticoram 3 fare. 
iſputationis Excluſy. 


emarques on the Title. 
1d never have thought my ſelf concern'd in 
ok, that wears ſuch a Title 3. bur chat I 
dmy. Name. in the firſt page made/an un- 
raceful adjun&: and the oppoſing a diſcourſe 
h'r, profeſt the occafion, and mark it aim'd at. 
"is ro-ſuggeſt char I am a Sceprick, is I think 
I have ſaid-already, and ſhall make 
"proceſs. ' And how little kindneſs I 
tor th of procedure, I have publiquely 
ed. . Ho 2xer then that part of the Title is'in this 
tion, any. one. may pals an calic judgement, Bur to 
firpoſe old Cato Rtands there, with, that inffrud7ive 
This mouth, which I remember ever fince 1 cap't verſes, 
beſos : 1 was poſed to conjecture. 'Eſpecially fince 
ficant.practle, and. endleſs garrulicy of che-P%gs: 
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Purgation, pre- 


mine <7 over his late 
þ found'ther his 


wt # - 
Fa. . 
ek ry tt 


E x > rept ; 


ddern. volundino wtin 
2 Perty@netits, who rt-of my ere 1 
4 deat with the ariftorelien, Philefophy, I beſtow a particular 
b- " Refle#ion on. Theſe it- ſects by. the ſolicitation c| tt eir 
5 complete ts a ainſt his Weikags had obrain'd Lees, cOn- 
atiiftory bf © ar 
| | aid. Cardinals. 
| | vielian Do- 
arines,, and Ing to, wp Fe and: Athei ſm, And that 
E  thefearerthe Sre f oor Phitofopher, appears atſo from 
# ſeveral paſſages both of the Preface and_.Body of the Di- 


= x 


. *, > ſcourſe I am rejoyning to. © But*then'tzpon whar account 
'* the celebrated Ga endis and the Author, of the. 


was, to remove that ſſoars 
'; endeavour, and made men con-. 


lender acquiſts, as Cerrarmies 


« 
1 


inſpire any bur ſs ops Five terr 
pirit then that of more diligent reſearc \ and care iT pur- 
fairs of nature, 1. am not therefore concern 'd inthe Queſti- 
on our Author propounds to his junior Academicks to tl.is 

:, Whether they would be ſeverely moſe. for the con- 
 duct-of* their » xpentek A Fas Or cacing} Rhetoni- 
Werraiekrcn opal incertains 5 And to 
_ ae 


ot wi M 


4 tae) i 3's fot 


in ark Religion, with 

_ theſe are worſe: pre- 

"ahelicf.can betray. Men inr 

W ; period, , Fle ſay-no more , 

:that: dere's a Medium bet cing. Blind and In- 

fabiblet 7492 0/ourigs Metngs is not well ex plained by 
vera pollicend:. TEST DS. Re: pk he 26 


villiigtohave me: free from; adding, thar I. point at one, 
at ofiry oupettaion, :nborn chi Learned Man wil 
have believed a Favourer of che Pyrrhonian Nibil Scirs: 
_  Theperlon = _gl at in this RefleQion, I conceive, is Des- 
- Cartes3: cbongh 1 confeſs, I remember. not _thar' ſentence 
mencion,d in is Ko lhe g51;for. after whe propoſal of whar | 
_- might c My lens jo eriment and the progreſs of en- 
- guiry " Ladde; T Thar thoſe that are acquainted with the fecun- 
it ef the Carteſian Gs will diſpair of nothing. And: 
rhat gr, ar Man, po — one ofthe greateſt that eyer was, 
maſt bebelicved' a' Lreprict, who would not ambitiouſly af. 
{FX the title + Aro thee the P5rrbondans one of the nobleſt 
and hap h pwits that: hath ſhone'upon'the world; is to yield 
radvantage to their Cauſe, then would be done by 
pt "aſſertions of it-- So chathadT been guilty 
cefion, I might thence ' more” reaſotiably: have 
'a*Egvourer of the Scepricks, theri by /any ching 
I he againſt the Dogmatiſts,' For 'I amapr'to chin 
' that Mankind is like zo reap more advantage from the Tewo- 
raxce of Des Cartes, then! perhaps from'the greateſt parr-of 
| | ſes fence was before him,” and I' cannot forbear pronoun- 
Ing e'Fhoſphore: of 'that clear' and uſeful light, thar 
| ein ms tc to ſpriug 1 in plentifully nan awakened wa $0 
thar th hall the following expoſtulations are proper and ſea- 
Tonable in'referetce' ro'our Authors Perip aretical Scopricks, 
yer arthey moſt improper and injurious, if chey' have apy 
4X hh * 2X 'Dev-Cartes, or thoſe rhar endeavour to promore 
#-- th it fre and uſeful way of Philoſophizing -which he hath 
ok penre's din. Ber T' add no more on this occafion, becauſe 
= _ wm po lible e Thave miſtaken the perſon intended'by my-Al- 
_.  Jallatie.* However, if the RefleQion be nor dire@ed to him, 
3 tohetx llent Gaſſendws, who is preſently: after intro- 
aL od; I wh: er the Tirle ofthe Great Interpreter of Epicuras:z. 
Tre 4 h/ as: little "reaſon! to be: ſuſpeRed -of degra 
11.t other, It os 
2 :; Ig 
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| Mo aberoreck are to be acknowle l2'd; ; though, I am 
=. hag Amiquity _ that Phileſophy(though ic be far from 


: ay wha "Phileeply then my 


+ prany orwagh Knowledge, if Atriſtorle ſhould ingroſs 
_ mew, > and dheolg his Placits be all receivid: as the. diffares of 


| An polſiby enore of ful, 
__ «na28a9cnlargement and cnobling 
90g js txthomy: wich the various Scheams n+ which-things 


7 
uh ch fl ix ws our Philoſopher deſerved- 


aletetn;' be like [to be'a e x0 their -perſaics 
ner nay AY che Furtherance of Schenze e 
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wang a value for the 


| Tack \ have not FI 
etelien [catning; as fore 


, tliat would difſwade. junior wr F es 
,I-cliink 


ye piniohiof .Avirres thar he was the: anvemer either. 
| tleſs.-chatirneverance and, obſervance. is 
Author 3 


af tliofe Univerſoties that recommend;. 


entagy will com it tothe Students of nv7- 
,.Belides, Iwould have nothing | avoided or 
il it.be underſtood: >: Ahd were I more-an enc- 
Aſſailant can ſuppoſe I am, 
-1t'; fince primus 
by falſa inte Verve. Only, Ithink, 'ewould 


al Reaſon.” There are other: Hypotbeſeis more entienr, 
that-deferve: ao/be [enquired into, 


the. minds of :men to 


deſignwas:not then diſcourage 


brifbotelian Dofixines, cipect- 
: Bue ti prevent mens nt 


2 


in'r bor the 


© 


| 24 # . 4 _ - 
CB 


06) Ariforle bo Sadied then, 


of prepoſſeſi 


TEE, 


to, 


lfrio Hod#5; hive $197 * Nh I nate ve. 


nity, to ſpend all our time .in_ raking into. the _ſcraps and 
imperf& . remains of. former ages, and to negleR the 
knowledge and clearer notices of our own , which ( my 


- Lord 'Bachn'makes the chr , but reckoning in the <£gyp:i- 


ani) is; the Fosr1þ/and perhaps grearels emquiry of £ 
ning." For \meny' have gone 10 and fro, and Stience is in- 
- >Methinks:'tis-pity that fo many” improveable/ wits as 


—_ % 
'# 


frequ imiverfittes, ſhould' be hindred 'from 'enqui- 


{to the writings ' of a' {ingle | Authour , 

e of the Sentiments of: the - Philoſophick 
-und''ftudy "g the more 'inftru&ive* volumn 'of the 
verſe, Doubtleſs,/ ſince the dayes' of Ariftorle, the 


ace of chings' is alter'd, and new: Fhenomen are 'diſclo- 


fed, which his © Hypotheſets will no more ſuir ;'then the 


| Coars'of Children: will a body thar'is at ful and advanced 


Nature, . Belides,/the '/greareſt | _ of Qur dayes,” proceed 
1 pwr any 4 ng I, which; if there were nothing 
fafbian- of the ile&raing- of the 'Age, 'it were 


however fir; tobe known by thoſe that lay any claim to 
ingenuity , and have leiſute for' ſuch refearches. And ir. 
ſeems'ro me'an; unpardomable kind of fleath,: ( eſpecially 
in youth that; uſeth: ro'be” baſte. and $nquiſitive.) to: be con- 
rentedly ignorant” of thoſe grear' Theories thar 'make ſuch 
noile in the: Age "they live. in. and'ro” ſpend all their 
rtime .in thar "which *will- fignifie lictle [ wichont "rhe! walls 


of ac olltdge, ts For the- iſe worlds: of ig/ differing 


___ opinion 
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Panity of Dogmatizing 9 


opinion from our Philoſopher in the aſſertion of this 2ar- 
graph, wiz. that no progreſs can be made in Sciences with- 
out the Ariſtotelian Grounds ; and I think will hardly be 
brought to believe, That thoſe that have quitted thoſe foun- 
dations muſt} be alwayes to ſeek for Principles, and —_— 
ly come ſhore of Science, For tothink that the Principles of 
any Man ſhould be the only and #»falible meaſures of 
things , ſeems a fondovervaluing credulity that hath nothiag 
to warrant .it, And he that phancies that all ſucceeding 
. . mankind cannot light upon Prexciples as happy and likely, 4 
as thoſe of Ariſtotle, bur muſt eternally deſpair of Science, d 
*i|' ifrhey proceed in any other way, then he hath preſcribed | 
"o{ hath no pretence for ſo bold a judgment of Pofſibi- 
mes, X 


 »  Guere 
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Actio Prima, 


$2&K Cepſin infelicinature aborſu antiquitis natam, A, 
WC ipſtuſmet pudere e linguis diſertorum abi 
re din habitaverat elatam, & fidet Chriſtiane 
© = conftantid tumulatam, 4 vermium & inſefv- 
um, epulis raptam, magica quadam opera- Vivis refti- 
there. canatus eſt. Petrus Gaſſendus , acerrime vir Sa- © 
| _ Fecitatis, nitide Eloquentie, Copioſe facunkie;” þ ſuaviſi- 
_ morum, morum, & diligentia admiraude. Idem (quod 
his omnibus majus eſt) Catholics fides tenaciſSimus, & 
nuſquam- pravorum dogmatem ſuſpettus , cim tamen 
 bec Sceptica infinitor um Errorum &+ omnium HH. zre- 
ſton mater ſit , & illa ipſa ſeduBrix Philoſophia, & 
mans, {alaca, quam cavendam Apoſtoli monitu do- 
ni. Hanc vir ille, caters magnus, in ex» 
ercitatione ſud paradoxa adverſus Ariſtoteleds, non ut 
_ prius teftum & ſcortorum more in tenebris. vagantem, 
ed. effronti vultu. > fucata forma. turbis > foro often- 
tare auſus. eſt. 
© » Wins exemplo, apud nos -ojud yernacul/ ean- 
dom exornatam produxit Vanicatis Dogmatizandl 
- duthor., iſe. quoque. Cp ingenio pollens & Eloquio.: 
a Negue-enim pulgaribus- mentibus: timendaſtnt on. 
C2 ia: 
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The Authors Defence of the 


dia infortunia. Hec mei laboris eſt occaſio, propoſi- 
tum. vero, fi lumen calitus affluat & vires calamo 
-miniſtret, hanc cadaveream ſcientiz emulam in ſua 
ſepulcreta compellere, & inominatis dentihus rodens 
dam tradere., ' Agedum 'igitur , queſiti nodum evol- 


LO. £ 
pegs AY 
ts 
i ———.. -—_— _ 


aac He Scepriciſm which the conſtancy of Chriſtiani- 
IIS ty lay'd in it's Grave, | dare ſay the liluftrious 
a | Gaſſendus would never . have redeemed from 
"GIGSDD thence. The Scepticiſm which confifts in Free- 
. dome of inquiry, that noble penrecommended, and adotned z 
bur did notreſtore : for Campanel/a and the great Yerulam 
were. before him ; yet, Avicenns and others of his ſpirir 
among the Anrient Peripateticks , were Free Philoſophers. 
'But what that Scepriciſms ſhould be, that is conſiſtent with 
ſo fharpe a wit, ſo neat and :copiew an Eloquence, ſuch 
ſweet manners, and admirable diligence, (nch firmneſs and 
fledfaſtneſs in the Faith, and ſo anſuleaed an Orthodoxic, as 
are aſcribed, ' and delervedly, to that great Þ, tha And 


yer bethe ſource of infinite Errorus and Herefies, that ſeda- 
cing Philoſophy and vain deceit , againſt which we have 
the Caveat of an Apoſtle ; is teyond the reach of my con- 
jecure, And I amrhe more confounced when I am told, 
Thar this Mother of Hereſie, this vain deceit, is nothing bur 
. anendeavour: to lefſen the impoſing Authority of a vain- 

glorious Heathen, whom ſome excellent perſons, both Fa- 
thers 'and Philoſophers, have accuſed, as one impious in 
Manners, and worſe in Do&rine and Belief. A fuppreſſor 
of the more 4ntient and more valuable Wiſdom : And one, 
that from a proud and inſolent Taſſus contemned, and con- - 
 tinually quarreld with his betters ; Yea, and- who. grew go 
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$4 Vanity of Do dw t1zing, | 
far into this humour and contradiQion that he would fre- 
. quently. unſay 'and contradit his own Afſertions. One, 
Whoſe credir ew up in the night of Barbariſm and 1gne- 
' rence; and whoſe Principles are repugnant, many of them; 


tothe nature of things, and the Fundamentals of Faith: 


fay, that anattempr'to redeem the free-born ſpirits of Men, 
from an unworthy: vaſſallage to ſo ſtigmatiz'd an Autho- 
rity, ſhould be to this Learned Man fo criminal and dan- 
gerous a bulineſs, is, I confeſs, to me, occaſion of ſome ſur- 
priſe and wonder And if this be the faulty Scepticiſms 
Gaſſendws, and the Author of the Yanity of Dogmatezing, 
are accuſed. of 3. let thoſe that have a mind to paſs their 
cenſure , make the worſt they can of the Imputation. Thar 
Gaſſendas was no Sceptick in the old and commoy notion,is ap- 
t from the voluminous pains he hath taken in the 
uilding up a Body of Philoſophy upon the Principles of 
Democritue and Epicurus ;, andifhe was not ſo fond of the 
Principles he undertook to illuſtrate, as to boaſt their cer- 
tainiy cpa} them nor in a confident and aſſertive 
form, bur as probavilities and Fypotheſeis : I ſce no reaſon 
why his. modeſty ſhould be made his er2me, and be fo ſeverely 
animadverted on. ET 
Nor doth the Author of the: impugned Z(ſay yet ſee any- 
; cauſe to, be aſhamed ofhaving followed his example in an 
affair ſo innocent; to ſay no more on't. And he cannor 
yet decern how that diſcourſe could yield an occalion to 
this learned Man of oppoſing Scepriciſm, which he may 
lay in'the duſt without concernment to the Yanity of Dog- 
matizing., or it's Author: who is no otherwiſe intereſted: 
in the Paragraphs that-follow for rhe aſſerting Science, and 
poſition of the: Scepricks, but only ro:wiſh our Author 
his deſired ſucceſs.in the undertaking. I am not therefore 
" concerned to take notice of any thing furcher, till the Second: 
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- 'SeRtion' of the Fourth ARion. For though poſſibly ih the 
ntermediate diſcourſe, ſome things are ſaid, which are nox.: 


lo 


"3 


=. 


A. 


5 


Yefence of. the 


might appear obnoxious to 
one that would be quatreiſome. 3 yer becauſe I wiſh well 
tothe deſign, and anend not an +afſaxit; bur defence, 1 ſhall 
pou all that without any: other: Remarque z' bur; | thar if this 
earned Gentleman had thought | Gafſexde: and my elf 
Sceptichs,in good earneſt, his proof which muſt ſuppole the 
on f ſome principles, had been prec ariews 3 or, if noc, 
needleſs, having] 


be 
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 . AcTio. QUARTFA,. Sed, 2. 
 Thſs jqm loquantur querele, ills nempe quibus quas 
tuor. a tertio Capituls, cummlayit --- pag. 5'l,, 


_— 


\T'ſegms rhe learned: Gentleman. had: a deſire ro make an 
| tos up rouaA motion. of the. See, and Magnerichk 
Attrattions ;, fince in my diſcourſe Igavehim none, having. 
only mention'd them as things I would no inſiſt on, and 
confclt them: better accounted for. rhen leſs acknrowledg'd 
Ayfteries, Whether the reaſon;of theſe darke Phenomena 


be well aſhgned by this Philoſopher, I'le not put my ſelf, 


upon the occaſion of/ inquiring. - That they-are the. certain 
and i=fellible cauſes, e115 i this. learned Man's: modeſty 
will: noxpermit him-to athrma x: and if they are-but confcſt 
obabilities, here's no. 0 


of d.- 4 

thee 
* 

4 ' * 

V: 


* fuiver: Yereven in that, when T would look deep, I de- 
' ſcern objections which _— will very difficultly be ſa- 
_  tisfied: And which ſpeak thoſe ingenious offers to be 
- but arremprss no! abſolute performances, Arid if this acute 
' Philoſopher think the impulſe of the external Winds a 
ſufficient cauſe:of the Flax and Reflux I ſhall nor g0 
- abour to 'difturbe him in; his ſatisfaRtions, That will eaſe 
one Mun's mind,” that will leave an others reſtleſs, Only 
I cantioe well apprehend how ſo conſtant and regular an = 5 
feRt as the moron of the Sea, (hculd depend upon fo 
#ncertain and proverbially inconflant a cauſe as the winds 
are, Or, if there were no difficulty in har, yerthe learned 
Author may pleaſe to conſider , that this is Lut the nexe 
cauſe of the Fhenemenrs, the cauſe of which, perhaps; is 
more hardly afſigneable then the - other. And-the nature 
and original _ _ is, it may ot as ——_— a 
Theory as any in Philoſophy. . For in afſtigning Cauſes , 
' in the ſecond or third, (26.tieey we __ loft and non- 
_ Pluſh, which is no inconfiderable evidence of hnmane © /gno- 
rence and Deficiency, 


A ——_—_——— 


Kc _— 
— 


mod 


Tertio itaque eloquentiſfim# difſertationis capitt 


FJicit ignorantiam illins rei que notiſSima --- pag. 57: 
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\ Af Y learned Afſailant is now deſcended to the difficulries 
T2 * worn , and j dge nor yer ſatisfaRtorily ae- 7 * 
_ - Goubts that cannot poſhibly. be 'unriddled 4; for.this were to 


 Giſcourage, and not to awaken inquiry : bur that they have 
EC: ME ns not 


Actio QuinTA, Sef.s, A, 


Fe. 


T he Authors Defence of the 


not yet been ſufficiently explain'd, or explicable by any yer 
 excant Hypotheſis; a ſad\ argument of izteliedual. defici- 
F ence, that after ſo much ralk and indeavour after Sciexce , 
4 the whole world ſhould yet be to ſeek in matters they have 
* the greateſt advantages of being acquainted with. | am 
not therefore an enemy. to any. Eſlayes 'can be: made to- 
— wards the explication 'of- the difficulties propoſed 3 but 
= - ſhould heartily embrace . any hopeſul offers for the clearing 
I of thoſe myſterious Theories. - So that if this learned man 
propoſe any thing that may be probable z though it come 
not” near hs title of cer 84inty or ſcience : I have fo great 
a kindneſs for Ingenuity, and ſuch a devire for the quieting , fl, 
my anxious and inquiring mind, that I (hall give it an en- 
tertainment not like the 'uſual ones of angry Diſputants , 
who cannot endure anything that proceeds from an Anta-' 
goniſt z bur ſuch a- one as may evidence, that Truth is wel- 
come to me., though ir comes in a way of oppoſition tothe 
petty intereſt of.mine opinions, 'To the buſineſs then, 

. if to ſuppoſe the ſeal a diſtin ſubſtance from the body and 
extrinſically advenient , be agreat Errqr. in Philoſophy, al- 
moſt all the world hath hitherto been miſtaken : ſo that if 

+ this Gentlemans opinion be true , he hath confirm'd te 
Scepticiſm 1 endeavorto promote. Pur if we enquire into * 
the Philbſophy of the Soul, as bigh as any accounts are given 
of it, we ſhall ſind It's diſtintion from the body to have 
been the current belief ofall-rhe wiſer Ages, For, 7 
 (1.) The higheſt crimes of whoſe Doftines we have any 
Hiſtory, believed it's Preexiftence, and (therefore certainly 
aſlertedir's diverſity and ſubſtantial diſftinttion from the beay. 
4'informs, Of whi briefly, We have Preexiſtence among 

© » the Chaldean Ondelesg 25h won 2 nintinl DA bannel CPA, 
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Panity of Dogmatizing, 
And afterwards nicee chaſe b 


Alto ov Joys 30v 90 i vt Tater 
Sauan nIdra on min dg is hune. 


And ?ſeBws in his Expoſition of the Chaldean Theology, 
tells us, that according to their Do&rine Souls deſcended 
hither 3 MH" 3 ahoojivner, 5 Ne finnny marendul ofg od xoouimu 
metyae Mite, And again Zoroafter, ſpeaking of fouls, 


+ Ion yaiar an rogriler way gen). | 0 


Beſides which (2.) Triſmegiffw is expreſs in the affer- 
tion of the ſame Doctrine ; of which a teſtimony or two 
ernaps will not be impertinent. In his Minerve Mandi, 
brings in God threatning thoſe he had placed in an 
nappy condition of life and enjoyment, with bonds and im- 
prilonment in caſe of diſobedience. awuis y wadows yur 

nyide, And they tranſgrefling, he adds, 5 ms Yurde wnd- 

An Gonundyls a, d in another place, alliones this for the 

' cauſe of their: incarceration 3 'Btyren i” br & Ne: ot agjow 
© Tear Uni ham! Twrku Vanaeire, x) cromudruny. 


 (3.) le was alſo the opinion of the ancient Fews, thar 
ls were firſt created' together, and reſided in a place 
they. call Golph, a Caleſtia Ad therefore *tis ſaid 


in the Miſbza, Nov. 
ba fu 


Ave 


— —— tio T8 d Iver voy, - 
"At 488. wer bogito wmtfanu Sv ominy. 
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Wa. 'Whar was thecopinion of Inthageres, Pate a the - 
greateſt ofthe Greek Philoſophers inthis particular, is no- 
roriouſly koown. to .all-men that know any thing of theſe 
matters. And I need no teſtimonies in ſo clear a buſineſs. 

Ir appears then from the allegations I have produced, thaa *F* 
the: molt valuable wiſdom of the anticue world afferted a 
ine. which nece(farily inferres and ſuppoſeth their opi- 
- nionof the Souk being. - difind ſubſtance from the body. 


VWhich alſo | 

(2); Muſtbe ſuppoled by allchar believe i it's. nainral Im- 
wartality, For feparability is the greateſt argument of rca/ 
—_ ; clpecuily bar, with the Schools call mutual. 
vis immortality is'8 truth that hath had an una- 
Bimous nib from = better and wiſer world, The 
Fi: jc ae Ghaldeans, Aſſyrlans, ns, Fews, Greeks, *N* 
univerſally all that ever had a name for wiſdcm among of 
' the: Antienty, believed it. And: what hath been the appre- 
benſion of latter ages, Enced inform no body that is capablc 
ef judging in. ſuch inquiries. A Cewncel of the Church of 
Rome ut {e fharh determin'd i it, and yecommended it's proof 
and det ation wall Chriſtian P Philoſophers. Buc what 
-need of more * 'ris.the belief of Sir X, Digby, and our 4»- 
thurs own. Andhow red ſepari —_ canecnſift with iden- 

rity o7. and indiffinHion, I know'no-pollibility:of a apprehending. 

or nd yang bn from i ſelf, can never 
4 by any; but make 2 » Religen of fed 
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Vanity of Dogratizing; 


(3, } The Sacred and Moſalcal Philoſophy ſuppoſerh the ... 


"like real diftiatFien 3 of which the expreflion of God's - 
reehing into Adams noftrils the breath of life, is ſufficient 


evidence, Yea, and all the Arguments that are alledg'd to 
prove ir's immediate cr9a7ion, do ſtrongly conclude #t an 
other ſubſtance from the body, Yea 
(4) A4riforte himſelf affirmes it 3 for ſaith he, nihnwe 5 
# ry ver Seger Unninhrat y )f Boy 3) warer, And again, 5 NR 
fir 1oershy, Elſewhere, vo? Wand 75 Ungy tic xomere 114, Uipyeld, 
. And yer more clearly, 3 Xt mt; ine by ſinety foie 5 Foz, And 
once more , 3 of »ts Tows Snir1g if xy «mat igy, Other teſti- 
++ . monies I could bring to like purpoſe, but theſe are ſuffici- 
ent to_evince that it Ariſforle be conſiſtent with himſelf, he 
_ believed the real diftinRion I contend for ; And his Peri- 
patericks T'me ſure unanimouſly affirm ir. To all which 
if I can add Sir X, Dighy's opittton, I ſhall bid fair for our 
Authors afſent ro my enact, that 'twas Ariſtorle's, ant 
the Treath, : F 
\- (5) Then, That noble and celebrated friend of our Au- 
| hors, afficmss in his /mwortaliry { that the ſorl is 4 ſwb- 
© fante, and a ſubſtance befides the body. } Yea, almoſt all 
fs fhatdifcourſe of his leans upon that fuppoſal. Yes _ 
_ (6) Our Philoſopher himſelf in his Peripaterical 1nfti- 
ttions, affirms as much as ever I ſuppoſed + For he ſaiththar 
 T'Tis moſt evident thatthe mind is ſomething of an other 
* Lind from. Oyantity and Matter, that *tis noble and wholy 
Oppoſite ro-the natare of ,P»ent/ty, rhat "ris a ſubſtartial 


Principle of Man, and no mode or determination of dirviſt 


bility, and thar there is nothing common to Body and Spirit, ] 
Belides which, in the Fifth Book of che ſame 1nftirvrions, he 
Uiſcourſes of the ' Souls ſeparation from the body, and aſſerts 
It to be evident, that it periſheth nor with ir 3 becaule it 
hath aQionsthar belong not to a body , but harti of it ſelf 
the verrue of a bring, And rhar'it's power of exiſtence is not 

__ Uiken away when the body fails, Gr oe apart from 


and 
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- --and befides it. And that #vatter isnot neceſſary to the Soul; 
exiſtence. Many other expreſſions there are in that diſcourſe 
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to like purpoſe, which ſeem to fpeak the Souls real diſtin- 


Hon from the Body in as great variety of phraſe as diverſity 
and. &ſtint#ion can be ſpoken. So that how ſuch Md 


conſiſt with the dodtrine of it's Identity with the body, | 
confeſs I am riot Metaphyſical enough to. comprehend, And 


 Ibehieve very few elſe can perceive the conliſtency beſides 


this Philoſopher, whoſe Meraphyſicks of whole and part, 


have yer been entertain'd by none that I know of; and 

therefore thoughthis ſhould be acknowledged a good ac- 

count, yet 'tis an Argument of the weakneſs of. humane un- 
_ .detſtanding that ic hath not yet comprehended it, ., 


- Ithink by ebis time 'tis clear then, that the ſuppoſition of 
my procedure, the Sevls diftinition from the Boy, is not 
peccant.z except all the world,, both 4nient and Modern, 


hath been millaken, and our Auchor alſo: which if ir be 


ranted, 'tis an inſtance of what 1 plead for. If not, my 


uppeſition is good, and the emergent doubt unanſwer'd. 


 Andifour learned Author yer thinks it plain, that either 


Mantis no being, or that the ſoul and body are not two, I muſt 


- acknowledge ſuch Palams to be the Nogmatizing 1 ſuppoſe... 


And | am willing to put itupon the iſſue, whether it be ſo 
to any body elſe but this Philoſopher. | 

- _ Bur (2). beſides all this, it ſeems to me. very clear. from 
the nature of: the Things themſelves abſtratting from Av- 
#hority 5 Thar: the "os þ is 4 ſubſtance diſftint? from the body, 
For. I think, : 

(2) Tis ftrong]ly concluded by.the common Arguments 
that. prove it immaterial; for ? roeption, perception of /pi- 
rituals, univerſals and other 4 Braces from ſenfe, as Mathe- 
watical lines, points,. ſuper ficies , congenit notions, Logical, 


Metaphyſical, and Moral, ſelf-refletion, Freedom, indifferen- 


£5 and univerſality of ation :. rheſe, I ſay, are properties not 


at all compenble to, body os matter, thaugh of never ſo. pure 
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Vanity of Dogmatizing, 
a mixture. Nor is it conceiveable how any of theſe ſhould 
-ariſe from modifications of quantity being ofe diverſe kind 
from all the Phenomena of motion Burt 

(2) 1f che ſoul be not a diſtin ſubſtance from the tody, 


- *ris then a certain diſpoſition and modification of it ; which 


this Gentteman inthe 10 Leſſon of his 1nſtirutions ſeems 
tO intimate, ſaying, [ That ſence the ſoul is 4 certain _ 
97 —— Which is introduced and expell'd by corporeal aQi- 
on'——] he thence inferrs ſome thing that is not to our 
purpoſe to relate. And if ſo; ſince all diverſities in matter 
ariſe from motion and poſition of parts , every different 
preception will roquire a+ different order and poſition of: 
the- parts of the matter perceiving, which muſt be obtained 
by motion. I demand then, when we paſs from one con- 
ception to another, is the motion, the cauſe of this diverſity, - 
mecrly-caſue! ;.or directed by ſome a of knowledge The 
former, I ſuppoſe, no Man in his wits will affirm ; ſince 
then all our conceptions will be non-ſenſe and confuſion 
chance: being the cauſe of nothing thatis orderly and regs» 
lar. If theretore there be a knowledge in us that direts the 
motions that form every diſtin& conception : I demand con- 
cerning that kyow/edge , Whether ir be in like manner di- 
refed by ſome other, or is it the effe& of meer caſual mo- 
tion;> If the former, we muſt run vp in 3»finitum inour in- 
quiry::.and the latter admits the alledged abſurdities. There 
is no way thenof defending the aſſertion of the ſouls bein 
matter, or any modification of it: bur by: affirming with 
Maſter Hobbs a certain connexion berwcen all our 1houghts, 
and a neceſſary fate in allthings: which whoever affirmes, . 
will find difficulties enough in his aſſertion to bring him to 
mine, That there's a Yanity in Dogmaiizing, and Confidence- 
is unreaſonable. 

But of this I have had occaſion to diſcourſe more in an: 


ether Treatiſe , and 1 ſhall-not repeat what I have there- 
written, or what others have ſaid on the ſubje&, Eſpecially. 
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3 {lance perhaps this learned Gentleman will nor think himſelf 
_concetn'd inthe Proof of this Concluſion, 'he having in his 
writings aſſerted ir, But whether he have notunſaid it a- 
ain in tha, I appeal to any equal. Decerner. / And that 
x he ſou ſhould be a" ſubſtance of another kind: from mat- 
ver, that hath nothing common with itz, « ſubſtance ſeparable 
from all: body, to which motter i not neceſſary, and attually 
in the ether flare divided from it - ( all which and more 
to :like :purpoſe: our Author hath in ſome of his Books at- 
firmed 3) and yet not be a diftin&# ſubflance, but realy 
the ſame wich the body to which it is united 3 which he 
aſſerts in this; I ſay , how theſe ſo oppolire<affirmartions 
can be. reconciled, I have either not wir, or not charity 
enough to help me to imagine, I know this Authors 
do@rine is, that there arc no pow before ſeparation and 
diviſions and therefore no real diſtinfion. Burt whether 
things: mn their natures fo divers as bedy and ſpirit , which 
almoſt in nothing, -even according to this Philoſophy , 
communicate z are nor eſſentially divided, though not locally 
diftant, I am varar: to leave to the Readers judgment. 
And 1 would fain know whereupon the ſeparabiliry of the 
foul and bedy is founded,” if not npon the red! &iftini#ion 
of their natures : fo that though this notion may be lefs 
obnoxious when it relates only to ſubſtances of the ſame 
kind, and qualityz yet when it concerns thoſe that are 
| fo eſſentially diſtin&, as body and ſpirit, it ſeems moſt 
I _— eats. ir ſhould be ſu _ + 
Truth, yet:ic muſt be acknowledged unconceiveable ; whi 
ſufficerh; to ſatisfie my Concluſion, 
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A. Neg; me terret diſtin&io ( que pueris philoſophiam 
35 en ; 4s parata eſt) Entis perfetti @ imper- 


bo 


" 


- 


x" He diſtinQion of the Schoals of a Being perfert and 
T4 © imperfect 3 is not I think fo childiſh an allo G. 
- as our Author would have believed. For though Eus 1m- 
perfeffum in the Metaphyſical ſence , be non-ſence and a con- 
eradiQion 3 yer in genere Phyſico, as they ſpeak, *tis noab- 
furdity : fince 'a being may want ſome circumſtances of 
| natural compleatneſs and | Rags 3"and yet be Meraphyſi- 
cally complear and youu : ſo that to affirm the ſol an 
imperfet® Being nakedlyin it folf,is to ſay no more, then thar 
'twas made with a natural aprimede, and congruity to 2 body by 
union with which "tis perfaiFed aud compleated, being then 
furnjiſh't with che requifices of irs nature; which in like manner 
may be faid of a body in hamane form, vis. that 'tis defeQive 
dincompleatrill tt be furniſhed with the principle of Hu- 
mane aRions,for which it was deſigned, So that there's noab- 
* ſurdity in affirming, That a thing may be one in a Phyſiologi- 
cal and natnral fenſe 3 and two in a Meraphyftcal 5 And fo 
our Philoſopher's inference is no ſequel. 


2, Quandoitaque petit, Unde Anima veniat ? Repo 
_ nendum eſt, 4n dubitet unde Homo veniat ? --- pag. 5 g. 
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TF* He Foundation of our learned: Authors Anſwers tothe 

_ .- Þ propoſed difficulties being overthrown; and it being 
 madeſceure: cnongh , That the foul i# a diftinet ſubſtance 
', frow the body.z 'tis a:-pertinent and material enquiry to ask, 
Whence the Soul is > And if our Philoſopher; will call :h4 
* the, Mex according to the Mexim, let:the queſtion be pro- - 
_ Fold in his own phraſe;, and there's no. Ganger. of an ab- 
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. the ſame thing cannor be created and natur 
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| Neg; HMajorum quamtumvis Reverendorum me quas 
tit Authoritas, non dico illorum qui --- pag. 59- 
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T ſcemsthe learned Gentleman would fain reconcile the 
Authority of the Church aſſerting the Souls Creation to 
his main concluſion, that 'tris no difin® ſubRance from the 


body ;, and to his inference thereupon , that 'tis improper 


and impertinent , to inquire whence It came, But whether 
what is {aid be a clear ſalve or a ſhuffle, ler it be determin'd 
by any equaljudgment. For eicher by Homo quatenu in- 
relletivws, our Author means ſomething that is the ſame 
with the body ; or really diſtin and diverſe. If the for- 
mer, hehath not ſatisfied the Authority of the Church, which 
affirms, the Soul as a diſtin ſubſtance, ro be the immedi- 
ate ſubjeR of Creation; founded upon that clear diſtinRi- 
on in the inſpired writings [The body to the duſt, and the 
Soul to God that gave it.) But if he mean the latter , he 
hath not provided for his own aſſertion and hyporheſis.- Be- 
ſides (2.) If man as intelleFive be created, then cicher he 
means the whole man, or only that by which he's #n:el- 
leive; the former is againſt all ſenſe and experience. 
And the latter overthrows all our Author's Anſwers, with 
the Propoſition upon which they are ereed. For if there 
be ſome thing in man which is the ſubje& of divine pow: r 


and «&top.; and ſome other thing thar is the ſubject of 


ndtural produtFion and generation; it feems tro me appa- 
rent that theſe muſt be two things really diſtinguiſh't, For 


| ally produced. 
For Creation {uppoſeth the produios of the dd e ex nt- 
hilo, both. ſui &. ſubjetti (as'the Schools phraſe: it) with- 


our the co-operation of any thing with the divine. ſuper- 


_ lanive 


a 


Vanty of Dogmatizing, 25 
lative. power : whereas all generation , according to truth 
and the ſame! Hypotheſis, at leaſt ſuppoſech one of them, 
and-is: perform'd by natural agents. And I think the caſe 
is plain enough ' when 'is brought to this , Whether the 
ſame thing can be produced of ſomething and nothing , with 
- created affiſtance , and without it > Since the 477ions then 

are 9 jfotiey diverſe, I think I ſhall not be reprehenſi- 
bly Dogwaticat, in athrming+the rerms d:fin&, Whar the 

Gentleman ſays more, ſeems to be involv'd, -and looks like 
a deſigned evaſion. And if [ one ation produceth a man, | 
a Creature equivalent tro a Beaſt and Angel] | demand, 
 Whether+ this one ation be divine or natural, from God or 
the generant # If the former, every man is as immediately 
created as'the firſt, And the latter quite excludes cre zop, and 
; ſuppoſeth 'God no otherwiſe to a& in giving being to our 
Souls, "then in each common produftion, - 'Tis neceſſary 
therefore that the terms produced be diſtin , when, the 
ARions' whereby they are produced are ſo vaſtly diverſe; 
and"that the Soul have an Origination different from the 
Formation of the body, of which 'tis more pertinent to-41- 
quire, then eaſie toreturn an Axſwer. 4 
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9-2 Wa eritate derivamur ad ſequentes' duos A. 
nodos patentiſsime ſolvendos. --- page 00. _ 
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[ this and the following Paragraphs ovr Anthor ſuppo- G 
"T1 ſeth his DoAarin' of the 7dentity of the foul and body for -/ * 
__ anſwer; And Ithink after what hath been ſaid, I have , 
"a good reaſon to ſuppoſe mine of the 45verfiry for 2 re- © 


' FH: But how: the definition of a\Fars Gherviites my enqui- 
ine, ſince if [ Parts are, out of which by 
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parts of the Man ( which may well enough be. allowed 
pon the account of whar' hath been ſaid ) I ſee not bur 
why we may inquire, how theſe parts, whoſe natures 
are {o different, can be compounded and united. 
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A. Crrit idem Error in ſequenti difficultate , que lu- 


get neſciri quomodo Anima moveat corpus, --- pag. 61. 
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G WW ether my ſappoſal be an Error , we bave ſeen al- , 
* VY ready; if itbe not, our Philoſopbers Anſwer is ſo. 
And whicher the implyed aſſertion that the Sow! moves not 
the body be not one, 1 appeal to any man, that under- 
ftands he hath any claim to ſuch a being. For though ma- 
ny of our aRtions , and poſſibly more then are ſuſpe&ed, 
may be allowed 'ro be meer Mechanick motions z yer the 
experience of all the World atteſts, that our wills deter- 
wine and excite not a few of our corporeal-motions, What 
elſe means the diſtinction 'of the Schools of ations impe- 
74re and elicit? And how is it that we can ſpeak and 
ove at pleaſure, and in ſpight of all corporeal impulſe, deſiſt 
from external ation! And if Man be a meer Mecha- 
nicks Engine , farewel Free-will, Firtue, Vice, Laws, Kc- 


glen, rewards and puniſhments. A clock were as capa- 

ble -of theſe, according to-our Philoſepher's Hyporhefis , as 
anbamene Automaton. 
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yer others we 

- wit, 2 free and unconſtrained will, And it ſeem ſirange 

ro me chat men ſhould be fo much in love with their pri- 

vate ſpeculations , as for their ſakes to confront their own, 

_ and all the. worlds experience, What follows, no body 

that I know, affirms, vis. [Thar a ſubſtance which is a pure 
Soul moves a member wherein there is none], 

Put co what concerns other Animals, the learned 

. Author knows, that the Platonifts aſſign them Souls in- 

dependent on their Bodies 5 and the: Peripateticks , ſubſtan- 

tial Forms diftin# from matter , which arc the ſource and 

' Principle of their ARions. So' that according to either of 

theſe Hypotheſes , the queſtion may as pertinently be pro- 

poſed concerning their kind, as our own, and will be as 


difficultly' anſwered. Indeed the excellent Monfievr Des-' 


Cartes, and his followers that affirm , all brair AtFions to 
be Mechanical, are not concern'd in the inquiry. And if this 
be the belief of our Philoſopher , I'le nor indeavour to 
_ diſturb his AHyporheſis, Only this I'le add to our parpoſe, 
Thar though we ſuppoſe the A7ions of Beaſts to be fa- 
tal-and material, yet there's no reaſon to infer the ſame 
_ of ow, ſince we feel itotberwiſe. And 'tis no veryrea- 
ſonable method of arguing , te conclude from an opintor 
of things we can bur conjetFure , to the dexyal of things 
we certainly feel, and know. So that though, as our Au- 


Ations in our ſelves, which are not in bruits ; yet 'tis not 
. therefore neceſſary to inferr, that they proceed from @ like 
' Principle in both : much leſs that we ſhould conclude, char 
none of our own ai71ons are begun by a principle diſtint? 


_ - from the body and immaterial 5 becauſe we believe thar 
"2 - AS: E 2 theirs 
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7s true, one animate member moves another, but the (7 


1} motion muſt ſomewhere begin. And though thoſe -/ * 
whichare pore corporeat mus are excited by material agents; 
nd, which derive front an higher Principle, 


thor infinuates, there may perhaps be no kind of corporeat 
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38 _ ' The Authors Defence of the 


 __ qheirs are not ſo, On the other ſide methinks the Argy. 

= "| ment will be fironger ro inferr,, That becauſe we fee! a 

' ſubſtance diſtin## from matter be the caule of ſome of our 
motions 3 that therefore there may likely be. an incorporeal 
ſubſtance thar- is the principle and ſpring of ſome of theirs - 
And *tis better toconclude from certainty to: conjectare, then 
from' conjetFure againſt certainty. . 
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A. 4. Ultime, quas in hoc capitulo plangit tenebre colly- 
cate funt in ignorantia. illivs motus, --- pag. 62, 
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G *T" He difficulties about the dire&ion; of rhe: Spirits con- 
b . cern not only May, bur all other Animals, ſuppoling 
them-to do any: thing by. a principle of Knowledge and Ani- 
madverſion, Or,. though we judge all:rheir actions M c44- 
nical, 7 the Account will be more difficultly rendred that 
way, then by ſuppoſing them;to a&, by an anmadverſive 
princip'e.. For how ſuch an'infinie variery of motions ſhould 
be regularly menaged, and conduRed in.ſuch'a, Wilderrels 
of paſlages and diſtiz& avennues.by mcer blind impellents 
- and material conveyances ,.. I have not the leaſt ſhadow of 
conjecture, And though Des-Cartes. hath made the beſt 
attempts in-this kind of any bath yer; appear'd in-the Theory, 
yet .there are Mechanical difficultics-in_ the! way of his So- 
lutions » which perhaps will never be well ſatisfied. But our 
Philoſopher confeſſerh bere the defe& of his Anatomy 3 and 
though he thinks himſelf ſecure of the general Caule , yer 
the particular. Direttion be. acknowledges' wonderful , and 
not yet-ſufficiently diſcovar'd, 1» 
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Verum Author caſum proprium Fomini conſtituere vi- A 
detur, oftentans voluntatem ep fortaſsis --- pag. 63. 
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bs He nat thar the Will is not alwayes moved by ſome G 
IJ precedent paſſion , and conſequently that the Soal is 7 * 
the immediate principle of ſome of our af#:ons , I make this 
double offer : 
(1.') Tisclear fromexperience , that, though many of 
out volzrzons are motions from the Paſſion, yet ſome of our 
Determinations are from the Hnderffanding and immaterial 
Faculties. And fometimes we ſet our Wifs to determine 
in things that are purely indifferent, ro make tryal of our 
Liberty.z when we find not the leaſt provocation or incite- 
ment to the ation from any emorion of the body, And indeed 
to ſuppoſe every aRion of the Will to depend upon a pre- 
vious Appetite or Paſſion , is to deſtroy our Liberty, and ro 
inferr a Sroical Fatality with all the dangerous conſequences 
of that Do&rine. . | 
.+(2.) Our Author's proof that there is no diſpaſionate 
volition, is an inſinuation, that there is no Knowledge 
without an impulſe from the Phantaſms ; a Concluſion which 
may be eafily diſproved , by thoſe highly abſtrat? Specnla- 
tions Which the mind of Man ſometimes entertains ir ſelf 
With, when it puts off all the cloathing of the /magination, 
_ and raiſeth it ſelf ro a temper for thoſe noble enquiries a- 
\ bout God and 1mmaterials : And if there be no 1ntellef? 
art parlerudmer, as Ariflotle ſpeaks, for ought I know, we 
| boſe one of our chicfeſt Arguments for our /mmortality - 
Beſides which, I ſuppoſe our learned Author will not think 
it for his credit, to be told, thar he is in the very rode of 
the Hobbian Hypotheſis z which will clearly enough oPPRnr . 
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30 The Authors Defence of the 
©  4f-we conſider theſe his Aﬀertionsz [ That the Soul is no 
diſtin# ſubſtance from the Body;, that it contributes nothing 
towards its motion 4 that our Wills are moved by prece- 
dent or preſent Paſſion, which doubtleſs is excited by ſome- 
thing thar is not in our power ; that all our TnrelleFions arc 
from Fhantaſws , and conſequently, nothing elſe but ele- 
varied ſenſe, and that all both natural and free ations are 
performed by motions deriv'd from the heart ] I ſay, who 
cver conſiders, how theſe ſymbolize , yea, and are one with 
the main Principles of that irreligious Philoſophy, muſt with- 
out .an exceſs of Charity, ſuppoſe our Philoſopher to have 
ſhaken hands with the Lovvarbiew, | — Tu 
Briefly then, 'ris confeſt, that the Mechanical way of con- 
veyance and dire&ion of he Spirits in Animal owance: 
is yet undiſcover'd, and that the channels and particular paſ- 
ſages of Mechanical motions ( which all owrs are ſuppoſed 
£© be) & wort and manifeſt, And though this Gen- 

tleman affirms, the Heart to be the Fountain of animate 
Operations , yer *'tis but an unapproved preſumption ; and 
the greateſt Maſter of Mechanicks that ever was, the 1- 
 taftrious Des-Cartes has deriv'd all theſe worions from 
| the brain, in which he's follow'd by the greateſt part of 
; profoundeſt Speculators ; ſo that it ſeems we are not cer14tn 
of the firſt ſpring of the worions we enquire of z much 
leſs can we certainly determin the minutes and particulas 
 r211es of direttion : and if any of our atFtons are deriv'd 
- from our Souls, which our Author ſeems unwilling to 
hear of, though I think I have made it ſufficiently evident, 
the difficulties T urg'd upon that ſ»ppoſal have not had the 
lealt offer towards ſolution. | [Re 
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Am no further concern'd in the beginning of this Sec#1- 


ox, then to mind this learned Gentleman how different / * 


bis apprehenſion of Des-Cartes his Hypotheſis of the manner 
of Senſe, is, from that of his og cage and applauded friend 
Sir K. Digby ; who calls not his opinion a fanſtatigal con- 
jeFure, but thus Prefaces to the recital of his Hypotheſis. 
[ Monſieur Des-Cartes, ( who by his great and heroick at- 
rempts, and by ſhewing mankind how to ſtecr and hus- 
band their reaſon to the beſt advantage, harth left us no ex- 
cuſe of-being ignorant of any thing that is worth the know- 
ing ) explicating the nature of Senſe —— and then goes 
on ro declare his opinion of this matter , which he concludes 
with this charaQei ; of a colour very diverſe from our Au- 
thor's { This then is the ſum of Monſievwr Des-Caries's Opi- 
njon, which he hath very finely expreſt with all the advan- 
fages that oppoſite examples , ſignificant words and clear 
method , can'give unto a witty Diſcourſe 3 which yet , is 
bur a part of the commendations he deſerveth, for what he 
hath done on this particular : he is over and above all this, 
the firſt T ever met with who hath publiſhed any concep- 
tions of this nature , whereby ro make the Operations of 
Senſe intelligible, Certainly , this praiſe will ever belong 
unto him that he hath given the firſt hint of ſpeaking ground- 
edly, and to the purpoſe upon this Subject 3 and whoſoever 
ſhall carry ir any further ( as what important myſtery was 
ever born andperfeRed at one? ) muſt acknowledge to have 
 deriv'd his light from him. This is the cenſure that excol- 
* *lent perſongives of Des-Cartes, and his Opinion , which his 
dear Friend our Author, hath with ſo much ſeverity refleaed 
on. Andthe learned Knight profeſſeth himſelf of Des-Cartes's 
mind-in all the other circumſtances of this Hypotheſis , ex- 
. ceptthe Sabjec? of this Motiov, So that I wonder that our 


- Bhiloſopher ſhould ſo far forger himſcl, as ro pur ſuch a 
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32 The Authors Defence of the 
flurre upon the judgment of his admired Friend, by ſpeak- 
ing ſo contemptuouſly of a Notion that learned Man had { 
much, and ſo defervedly, applauded. VWhat follows is al. 
ready anſwer'd, I $55 
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A, Sed ne nibil novi dicat , calumniatur ſenſu ſolo non 
paſſe agnoſci quantitates rerum, diſtantias, --- page. 65. 
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G Ur Author in-this Period, wonders at; my. Aſertion, 
: andI wonder as much at his wonder ; which is not oce 
- cafioned by any affirmation of wize, but by a miſtake of 
his ews + for my donbc -( as plain] as I could expreſs it ): 
bs, How, ſince there is nothing in the Bra/z, the ſear of 
Senſe, to repreſent external objects but motion, (for which 
I have the ſuffrage of his noble friend , whoſe method he 
 profeſſerh to follow ) how, I ſay, we ſhouldsby that know 
figures, diſtances , magnitudes, and colowrs , things of ano- 
ther kind from morionz which: therefore cannot repreſent 
them, but by ſome knowledge in the Soul, which we 
are not aware of ;z and how the ſcant and narrow images *"N|* 
in the Braiy ſhould notifie the vafteſt objes, in their 
ge dimenſions, without ſome ſecres inference and Geo- 
metry in the Soul, is unconceiveable ; Bur what this Know- 
ledge'is, we know not.. This is the ſenſe of the difficul- 
ty propos'd, which, how it is explicated by the Optical do 
monſtrations rhe Gentleman talks of, the 0pticks of my un- 
detſtanding camot diſcover, \For the reſt- 1 dare venture it 
without an Anſwer. 2 oe 9 *s 
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6. Proximus in Memoriam labor expenditur. Wis A. 
us explanationem ut impoſSibilem declaret, --- pag. 66. 

7... Imprignis decidi a moventibus ſenſum quaſdam exe 
uVias & corporis delibamenta,quoad taftum,---pag 68. 
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Take not upon me to determin of Poſſibilities ; and there- 
fore from the preſent ignorance of the nature of Memo- G. 
I infer not, that it. will never be explained hereafter : 
Only I affirm, thzt no Hypotheſis extant hath yet made it m- 
nifeſt-; which is ſufficient tor my conclaſion of the preſent yar- 
rowpeſs of our Knowledge, though not of my Aſlailantsof the 
impoſſibility of enlarging ir. Wn 
.. Bur our Philoſopher thinketh the nature of Memory ſut- 
ficiently explained already, and the account he gives is that 
of Sir K. Digby , which was one of the four that | examin'd 
in the Diſcourſe impugn'd, This is the- Aypotheſss which 
our Author hath adopted, and undertook the defence of 3 
+ with whac ſucceſs, we ſhall-diſcover when we have exa- 
' min'd the Anſwer he makes to my Impugnations. Which 
ater a large recital of the Hyporheſis he deſcends to in the 
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''9. Attamen , perturbat novum Nature miratorem A 
multitudo objefAlorum cavis cerebri --- pag, 74 
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Les He difficulty I urg'd againſt rhe »Digbe4» accountof G | 
- L.. the Aſewory,, was, that 'tis inconceiveable how thoſe 7 * 
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T be Authors Defence of the 
of things remembred, ſhould keep their diſtin and oy- 
derly Situations without confuſion or diſſipation in a (ub- 
ance-. wherein there is. continual merion ? to which: the 
learned Gentleman returns 3 That 'tis as conceivable as 
how the Rays of Ligbs ſhould. come in a diref# hne to 
che Eye; or how the Atomical Efluvia that continually 
flow. from all bodies, eſpecially the Magnetical and Sym- 


patherick , ſhould find their way to the -place they tend 


to, To this I rejoyn briefly, ( 1) what the Gentleman 
himſelf ſuggeſts, were «nſwer ſufficient, thar the multi- 
plying of difficulry doth not ſolve #t : For ſuppoſing the 
direfion of the corpuſcles of light, and thoſe mention'd 
Effluvia , to be of a difficult apprehenſion, as the conti- 
wuance and regularity of thoſe images in the Brain : yer 
this only argues another defef# in our Knowledze, and fo 
is a new evidence of the rrurh of my General Concluſion. 
But ( 2 ) the propoſed Inſtances are far more accounta- 
ble then ths before us, For, as ro what concerns the /rebr, 
ſupp ing with Des Carres ( as is moſt probable ) that the 

Rion of Light conſiſts in nothing bur the conamen of the 
ethereal matter , receding from the centre of its mori: n : 
The dire tendency of it to the Eye, is no difficulty 
worth conſidering , but as clear as the Lrehr it ſelf the 
ſubje&: of the enquiry ; or, if the rays be 4tomical ſtreams, 
and efftuxes of the Sun, there is no more difficulty in this 
—_— neither , then in the dire ſponting of water out 

a Fipe ; yea no more, then in tie begin of the w-wves 


_— the ſides of a Ship » When ir ſwims in the Ocean. 


there's an whole Seas of Atomes which decive from 
the Fountain illaminant ,: whoſe courſe can no more be 
diverted , by thoſe lirtle bodies that (\wim up and down in ' 
the airz then thas of the Ocean can by thoſe Saxds, Pe- 
bles, Fifhes, and Recks:, that are tmingled with the waters. 
And: as for the. other Inſtances of corporeal: Emiſſfoxs , it 


all "thoſe 
fears 
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feats that are aſcrib'd to them : whereas perhaps it is more 
likely, that thoſe ſirange operations are not Mechanical 
but Magical , being effeed by the continuity of the great 
Spirit of Nature , which runs through all things : or how- 
ever, to ſuppoſe this a& of the Memory to. be as clear as 
Magnetiſme and Symp athies , will be no great advantage 
to the belief of its certain intelligibility. 


35 


————. 


——— 
CE 


* 
bn —— 


At ego ipſum fic nodum ſcindo. In majoribus nbi facis A 
bor eſt experiendi facultas, palam eſt mults --- pag. 7}- 


———— 
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Hat what our Author has anſwer'd in this Period, ( 

4 ſhould reſolve the difficulty, is to me as great a - * 
wonder, as the Myſtery we are diſcourſing of. And if the 
. knot becut, 'tis certainly by ſome occult and ſympathetick 
Inſtrument , for the groſs of his Anſwer comes not near it. 
' The difficulty was ; How the Images of ſuch an infinite of 

| Objefts, as we remember, ſhould be kept diſtind# with- 

« Out confuſion, be brought forth when we have occaſion, 
and remanded back again into their own cells when they 
have done the errant they were ſent for. To which our 
Author faith no more , but to this purpoſe ( if I under- 
ſtand him ) That if the Obje& ſtays not on the Sexſe, it 
makes not impreſſion enough to be remembred, bur if it 

be repeated there, it leaves plenty enough of thoſe mages 

behind it to confirm and ſtrengthen the Knowledge of the 

Obje# : In which radicated Knowledge , "if. the Memory 
conſiſt , there would be no need of reſerving thoſe A- 
tomes in the Brain , or calling them forth upon occaſion, 

__ & the Hypotheſis ſuppoſerh z or, if there be, the «:fcalty is 


F 3 | Beſides 


T he Authors Defence-of 

| - Beſides: all-which, 1 might adde 5 that if theſe w4t- 

\rial" Images are a: ſufficient account of the Memory , how 

- -will our remembrance of Diſtances, Magnitudest, Relations, 
Words , ' Metaphyſical Notions, and # eſe of Immaterials, 
which leave no ſuch 40/4 ,: in the Brain , be accounted 
for > Let this Gentleman. tell me bow ———— = cric 
mhl Magnus - —_— My 22 


PP IITES l— ——_— 
On —_— 


| A. 10. Paldm eft mein bac Reſponſione Digbzanam 
Miethodum cateris pretuliſſe. Ipſins enim --- pag,” 4. 
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G F I am miſtaken in the Opinion of Arifterle in this 
F*:F matter, (1. I err with the great body of his Com- 
mentators and followers 3 yea, and all the Schools in C/r:- 
"Fendom , who unani y concutrr in the affignment of 
the Doarine of Inrenrional Species to their Maſter A4vi- 
fotle, So thar if all the. Peripateticks hitherto have been 
ſo grolsly our in impoſing an Opinion he never taught 
| upon their ador'd Philoſopher, for ought I know , there is 
no ſuch thing as the Aarifforelean Philoſophy in the Uni- 
verfities of Exrope : For the taking in ,. or denying theſc 
. Intentional Species will make material ayd* mighty alre- 
rations in the whole frame of the Hypotheſis, and I ſec 
not how the denial of them is conſiſtent with the 4r:/fo- 
Fae; c w = pn > "5m Bur ( a.) If 
Ariſtotle taught the Digbean Phileſophy, as our Author 
ſayes , he taught the 4romical , which is notoriouſly known 
w rey words __ analog and p__ , Which 
Ariſtorie- irequently and protefledly oppoſertti, That De- 
wocritms taught the Azomical Honedoſl: » we have the 
- afirmative- of Ariſtotle to juſtifie, vas 24 ( ſpeaking of 
Lexcippme and Democritts )) mn wpam wayfon- ahi. wh anncrs 
CT 9 7 tow 
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pede i halter oy) id” in irds mv nth, bd” ts an Ur; hd 
Ty T6or evjtrnckei x; TicrmhiZu mine yrs. And neerer t 

_ parpoſe , that zheſe ſolved the way of Sexſation , by = 
rerlal Tmages, we have from Plutarch 5; anubyirS , 'Bmi. 
weO', x7' i962 wr eioxgiors worm 72. Geamady op bali. This Hypothe- 
ffs Ariftotle endeavours to confute ; "Anmy Nt, ſayes he 
xj 3 wi mater wn dmotiiou dd if ipSnapuds bed wire, 35 NN Zhhar 
Sy & big ippdronu mi eidoaz. And again, Auuixgiis If, xj bt wag- 
1 5 puorencyuer fort Niyen aki aginus, dnmmny n mia mrm wg 
mn! ears nr mation. Ariſtotle then thought the DoArine of 
Senſation by eperns Images abſurd in Democritus and 

 Epicarws 3 and therefore certainly would: not himſelf af- 
firm it; as he muſt do on the ſuppoſal of his having taughr 
the ſame Hypotheſis with Sir X. Digby about the Memory, 
which is exactly the ſame with jhar of theſe Sages + For 
that learned Knight affirms, Senſation to be perform'd [by 
driving of [olid material bodies , exceeding little ones, that 
come 2 he the Objetts themſelves, (they are his own words) 
againſt that part of the brain where Knowledge reſiderh, 
which ſame bodies rcbounding thence into certain cells of 
the Brain ,, perform the offices of the Memory ] as he has 
largely diſcourſt upon the Subjet. Sir X. Digby then pro- 
ceeds in the Corpuſcularian method which Ariflotle op- 
poſeth, and particularly in the buſineſs of Senſation 5 and 
conſequently cannot be of his belief in his Hyporheſss of the 
| Memory, Which the learned Knight gives account of by 
the ſame waterial 1dola, which A-iffotle langhe at. And. 
doubtleſs rhe Memory is excited to action by the like In- 
 ſtruments as are the external Senſes , conſonantly to that. 
_ of Flato in his Pheds, ſpeaking of the Senſes, * rimy 9 
wynr wriwm. And Ariſtotle himſelf 'tx ub Is axdinas 5mm 
wiw, I think *tis clear then that 4r*Forle's Doarine of the 

Memory is not the ſame with Sir X. Digby's. And if I have 

been, out in intitling the Opihion of Intentional Species 


. 0. Ariſtotle ,, my miſtake is the more venial, becauſe the 
Xs _ F : | whole 
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whole Army of his moſt devoted SeQators are deceived 


with: me. But our Author is more reprehenfible in bs 
miſtake , if it be one becauſe he's alone in his opinion, 
And an Error hath by ſo much the more of puilt , as it 
hath of ſingelarity and ſelf-aſſurance. But whether this 
were A-iſtotle's Dodrine or not , I think *tis not very ma- 
terial, ſince I make this none of the charges againſt him. 
If it be not h&, *tis the general Opinion of his Schools z and 
1 have proved ir an inſutficient Account of che Faculty we 
are diſcourſing of, 


—__—_—_ 
———_——————— —— ——— pant 4” - ——_ 
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- ACTIoO SEXTA. 


-1. Capite quinto formations Corporum nataralium , 
Viventium praſertim, obſcuritatem intentat : --- pag.” 6. 


_— ar Op 


Lo methods it ſeems our Philoſopher propoſeth, for 
the giving an account of the Formation of Animals ; 
neither of which ſeems ro me a ſufficient ſolution of the 
doubr atrempred. For firſt , he that ſuppoſeth all the 
vaſtly differing parts of a Worm-or InſeF to be aQually 
contain'd, though in wwyriate and indiviſible proportions, un 
a drop of dew out of which they are ſometimes genera- 
tcd , believes gratis, without any ground of his ſuppoſal ; 
and therefore will be very bold to aſſert this the certain 
account of the Phenomenon, (2. ) If the Seed contain, 
though inviſibly, all the parts of the Animal ; then cither 
in the ſame Site , ard Poſiriow, that they are found in in 


-the compleated Boa ,/.or they lic there in a confuſed 
\ huddle and mixture z the former, is contrary to all ex- 


pcrience ,- which aſſures us A,thart the immediate wer 
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of all generations is a certain fluid , and, as far as can be 


 , diſcern'd, an. homogeneons ſubſtance. Now fluidity conſiſt- 


ing in the motion of the parts of he body, as is teſti- 
fied by Experience and the beſt Philoſophy , the Seminal 
Parts can be of no ſerled Formor Confiftence. And if the 
ſecond be ſuppoſed, which doubtleſs is the. truth , the dif- 
ticuly. under debate will be unanſwer'd, (wviz,) how ſuch 
an Infinite of diftlin& Parts ſhould be brought into their 
regular and orderly Poſitions without the guidance and con- 
du& of ſome knowing Agent ; to fly to a firſt Canſe is Un- 
{oſophical ; and he that pretends a ſecond, let him ſhew 
it, And fortuirouſly it cannot be: for Chance is the cauſe 
of no conſtant and regular Effet ; and co ſuppoſe an un- 
direted Motion to ſhutHe theſe fluid parts into the wonder- 
ful and exaR form of an Animal, or any other regular bo-. 
dyz is as likely , as that the divided Letters of an Alphaber 
ſhoald be accidentally jumbled into an elegant and polite 
Diſcourſe; which when once I ſee effefted, Ile believe, 
that. there wants nothing to the formation of the World and 
all bodies therein, but Matter and Motion. Some intelli- 
gent Principle then muſt be ſuppos'd to guide theſe Elrmen- 
tary parts into their orderly ſituations. But what that is, who * 
i5't will determine > 

(2.) The Second Account alſo is too general, and 
flies very wide of my particular enquiry. For my 2uery 
is concerning the principle of the conduc? of the parts of the 
various matter in thoſe rare and methodical Compoſlures z 
and our Philoſopher's 4Aſwer concerns only the groſs and. 
material parts of the Compoſition, And therefore lirtle can 
be. colleted from the Chymical Proceſſes he ſpeaks of, for 
Our purpoſe; and the Elementary Solutions mention'd, (ig- 
nifie nothing towards the accounting for the unerring exac- 
neſs we find in Animal Formations, For all theſe being ſup- 
pos'd, the matter is in the ſame circumſtances of difhculry 


© beforc ; and' this Gentleman's Solution: ſeems ro me to 
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ſignifie no more , then if a man ſhould anſwer to one that 
that deſires an account of the art and method of the motions 
ofa Watch , or any other ingenious Automaton ; that they 
a'e perform'd by Steel, Tron, Braſs, or Silver , wherein the 
matter indeed of the work is declar'd, but not the arrifce. 
And in the caſe before us, I inquire of the principle of 
direftion of thoſe intricate and methodical morions, and am 
anſwer'd with an account of the groſs and material Ingre- 
dients, Nor is what follows of any whit more avail to the 
Solution pretended ; for let the matrer reſolve into parts 
dry, ſubtle, and liquid: Let the avyer diſpoſe themſclves 
into divers fgwres , and confticure what Veſſels our Philo- 
ſopher is pleas'd to fancy; yer how from hence forward 
the infinite variety of the pars of an Animal will reſult, 
will require ſomething more to help us to conjeAure. 


_—- 


a 
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2. Hec qui mente comprehenderit, non plorabit Pla- 
ſticam Yyanum nomen eſſe C&- vocem ſine re. --- pag. 78. 


_—_— 


——_— 
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\'J" Hough by a cloſe and recondite ſearch-into the Semi- 
nalities of Plants, and Vegetables, the future proceſſes 

may be judg'd, as our Philoſopher aſſures us z yet this only 
argues, that the grown parts were all contain'd pack't up in 
their Seeds and Berricsz fo that in the growth and progres 
Naturedid only diſplay and unfold, what before was in the | 
minute. proportions more cloſely laid rogether 4 Suppoſing 
which,the main doubr till remains unſatixfied.vit; How theſe 
p ME = pe mas IN AL parts were ſo —_— G _ 
ramear And rius Brachygraphy of Naturecannot be t t 
les difficult then ir's frog rear Four ,whartrelates Wk 
mals we have ſcen alzeady ; for 'tis norlikety, that the formed 


parts: were ever affuath contain'd inthe feed /,''our of which 
they were produced. of 55 CE 
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wm ea quorum cauſas non intelligunt, --- pag. 79. 
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Tf Might well wonder at the ſpecifical #niformity of things, if (7, 
[| anguided matter were the only principle of their formati- 

on, againſt which Hypotheſis this doubt was raiſed ; and the 

variation from the kind which happens in ſome regions,would 

not be ſo obſervable, as an identity in any, : 


I — —— 
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| Negue quemquam terreant artificam difta, admirantis A. 


2. Fodem capitulo duas alias queſtiones movet quas A, 


abſolute inexplicabiles putat , FMihi contra ---Pag. 80. 


# "IFIEIOY 
——— —_—_ i 
————_—_—_—_— 


| 0 doubts I propoſe ofthe «nion of the Parts,and compo- 
1 ftion of qrantity,contain ſcarce any difficulty at all;our Phi- 
lolopher is more lucky in his enquiries, then others that have 
dealt in thoſe Theories; moſt men confeſling the perplexity of 
_ the mention'd Phenomena,eſpecially of the latter. And the valt 
' diverſity of Philoſophers abour it, teſtifies, that the ſpeculation 
ofthem is not of ſo facile an explication. And 'ris ſtrange thar 
the Ancients ſhould keep ſuch ado about an eaſe Probleme, 
and the Moderns deſpair of a ſolution,ſo pretendedly obvious. 
1 will nor differ with the learned Gentleman about the order 
ofthe queſtions, and grant, thatthey both ſuppoſe ai7nal parrs 
in Quantity; which becauſe our Author denies, & makcs this 
the foundationof his Anſwer to theſe,and ſome of my former 
propos'd difficulties, I muſt be fain to-prove ic 3 which | at» 

- tempr ( x. ) By giving ſome evidence of my Affirmarive,ard 
_ Gi) by ſhewing the weakreſs and een) of the prone 

3 For 
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For the firſt then, That there are AFual parts in Quan: 
tity , 1 evince it by theſe conſiderations, ( 1. ) The formal 
nature of Puantity is Extenſion inthe notion of Ariftotle's 
Schools ; and Diviſibility in the Philoſophy of Sir Kenelns 
Digby, and our Authour z Both which ſuppoſe parts , and 
parts afFual : for to be extended, in the School phraſe, is to 
have partes extrapartes z and if the extenſion be a&Fual, the 
parts muſt be ſo : for itis not conceiveable how a thing can be 
extended , but by parts which are really diftint? one from <= 
nother, though nor ſeparate +. which ſeemsto me ſo evident, 
that nothing can be ſpoken plainer; and I appeal in this 
marter to the common ſenſe of all men. Nor can a thing. be 
_ &ivided, except we ſuppoſe the parts preexiſtent in the di- 
viſible - for diviſibility is founded upon real diſtinfion, and 
'tis impoſlible to divide what is oze without diverſity, (2.) Exe. 
cept there are parts in quantity before diviſion, there arc none 
at all : for after they are divided they arc no parrs,but have a 
compleatneſs and integrality of their own,eſpecially it the ſub- 
jet were homogeneous, (3,) Except there are parts adFualiy in 
quantity, contradittions may be verified de eodem, with all the 
other circumſtances, which the Metapbyſicks teach impoſiible. 
For the ſame body may be black and white, cold and hot, ſeen 
and nor ſeen, and partake of all other moſt contrary qualities, 
Which contradiftions, and inconſiſtences cannor A accom- 
modated inthe fame ſubje& , without ſuppoſal of the con- 
rended-for diverſity. Nor will the anſwer, which Sir X, Diz- 
by has provided for ſuch 0bjedions help the Hypotheſis , wiz. 
[that it 1s not one parr of the thing that ſhews it ſelf, and 4zo- 
ther that dothnot, one thar is hor, and another cold, &c, But 
it is the fame thing, ſhewing it ſelf according to one poſd1bi- 
lity of diviſion, and not another. J* For firſt , theſe diſtin?# 
 poſiibilitiesare founded upon diffin# aftadlities , which are 
the parts I would have acknowledged. And ſucha capacity of ' 
receiving things ſo different, cannotbe'in the ſame ſubjeR, 
without the ſuppoſal of: parts attually diftiniF' and $0 
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. (2) The ſobjed#s of theſe contrary qualicics are things aiZs- 
sf; whereas poſiibilities are but Metaphyſical notions, An 
theſe ſubjects are diſtin, or contradiions will be reconcil'd 
de eogem ;, from which the inference ſeems neceſſary , thar 
quantity hath parts, and parts attual, and diftini# poſiibilities 
- will not ſalve the buſineſs. And (3.) why muſt the common 
ſpeech of all mankinde bealtcr'd, and whatallthe world cals 
parts, .be call'd poſibilities of diviſion ? which yer if our 
Philoſopher will needs name ſo, they being acknowledg'd 
aiftinet, and prov'd attual, or ar leaſt founded immediately 
upon things that are ſo; my queſtion will as well proceed 
this way as in the common one, viF, How the things that an- 
{wer to theſe diftinit poſitbilitics are united , and of what 
compounded 

There is another Anſwer which I find in our Authors 
Peripatetical Inflitmiions , the ſum of which is, [ That the 
contradictions have only a netional repugnance in the ſub- 
ct as tis 11 our underſtandings : and fince the parts have 
a diſtin being in our underſtanding, from thence tis that 
they are capable roſuſtain contradictions ] which Anfwer, 
if I underſtand , I have reaſon to wonder at : for certain- 
ly the Sabjed# ſuſtains the Contr aditfories as it is in re. And, 
I never heardof a notion blackor white, but in a Metaphor ; 
'tisthe real ſubſtance is the ſubjc& of theſe contrarietier,which 
were impoſſible , if ir had nor divers realzties anſwering to 
the qualities ſo denominating. And therefore *tis not the 
| Underſtanding that makes the divers ſubjetts of theſe Ac- 
cidemts, as our Author ſuggeſts : but there being ſuch 1s 
the ground that 'we'ſo apprehend them. 1 hope I need fay 
ne more then ro eſtabliſh the ſuppoſal of the dithculcy un- 
der conſideration ,} That there are parts analy in Zuan- 
7 bo only I am obliged by my propoſed method to add 
- T, ; | | 
__.( 2.) That the grounds of the excellent Sir #. Digby, 
and our Author, on which they built their aflerred Paradox, 
$t%y G 2 


ſcem 


_ 


T he Anthors Defence of the 


ſcem to me very inſufficient to ſuſtain ſo great a weight as 
leans upon them. The Reaſons are (1.) 2uantity is Diviſib:li- 
ty. (2.) Diviſibility is capacity of Diviſon, (3 ) What is only 
capable of diviſion, is not atually divided. ( 4. ) Quantity 
i5 not 4&Fnally divided, and therefore hath no parts attually, 
To:which in ſhort,  _ 

(1.) That Puantity is Diviſibilny, is preſumed ; but 
extenſion is before ir, in nature, and our conception, and 
is the received notion , though perhaps ſmpenetrab!lity is 
the trueſt. However (2.) even: ſuppoſerh parts, and thoſe 
attual : For Diviſion is but Solution of Wnion, And Union 
ſuppoſeth Parrs to be wnited.. ( 3.) What is only capable «| 
diviſion in a Phyſiological and Mcchanical lenſe ; may, yeaand 
ought , to be divided in a Metaphyſical, That is, they ought 
to be dtvers in their being, beforc they can be ſeparate and 
diſtin& in their material bulk and quantity, For ſeparabs- 

tity muſt preſuppoſe diverſity. ( 4. ) Though 2uantity be 
not 4&#xally divided in one ſenſe , *tis in another : Every 
part having a diſtin& place and being of irs own , tough it 
coth not yer enjoy ir ſepar ately and apart from others. 

Bur ( 2. ) it is pleaded agathſt at/ual parts in Quantity, 
that if we admit them , we cannot ſtop till we come down 
to TInaiviſibles ; of which to ſuppoſe . Quantity compoſed, is 
ſaid to be abſurd and impoſſible. In return to which , 1 
grant the Inference, and have acknowledged the - Hyporheſis 
of Indivifibles to be full of ſeeming inconſiſtencies ; as is 
the other alſo.: And therefore reckon both among the 1- 
conceiveables , of which there canbe- no greater Argument 
then: their having driven ſo great and ſagacious wits upon 
ſuch an Afſercion., .( to which out of reverence to theſe ce- 
lebrated perſons, I ſhall: not affix an. Epirhete ) againſt rhe 
evidence of our Senſes , and the [apprehenſion of all the 

_ world : That there are no parts in quantity, But (2. ) 'cis 
no good method'of reaſoning,, to_ deny what is plain and 
ebviows.,. becauſe we cannot conceive what is _ 5 | 
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Ss 2 ficult. And I think the Aﬀertor cannot anſwer it to hisſe- 


verer faculties, who affirms , there are no parts a&Fually in 
quantity, again(t all his Senſes and the wniverſal ſu rage of 
Mankinde , becauſe he cannot untie the ditficuſties thar 
emerge from the ſuppoſal, that Bodies are compounded » 

Indiviſibles ; a nice and intricate Theory, Yea how will 


our Author anſwer for the Aſertion to his Maſter 4-1- 
fotle ? whe ſaith mor nero 5 Nayerty ofg invmiggarre, 


«. — —  _ 
0-4 —__ Im — 


Argumenta aſſerentium partes au vel Senſum A. 


citant, de: quo nihil certius eſt quam --- pag. 81. 


——_— 
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Believe the Aﬀertors of Aiual parts may well appeal 

to the Senſes, notwithſtanding what our Author, and the 
learned Knight have alledg'd to invalidate their evidence. 
For what though the ſexſe diſcovers not the diſtin term of 
the hand or finger z Can.it not therefore diſcern them to be 
diſtant and diſtingui[h't trom the foot and toes ? And is nor 
this enough to ground the belict of their diverſity ? Can- 
not we diſtinguuh.the morzons of our paris ; though we know 
nor their firſt iprings and exaQbeginnings ? or diſcern a dif- 
ference berween the apple and the rwig it grows on 3 except 
we could ſee the point where one begins and the other end- 
eth? And whether an Hypotheſis is like to ſtand ,. that is 
put to. ſuch poor ſhifts ro defend is ſelf againſt the groſleſi 
of our faculties, I leave to be conjectured ? 

The ſuppoſition then of my doubrs , being thus aflerted 
and prov'd, we ſee yet but ſmall hope to expe their S0- 
lution, Or, if this be an e»/wer, t'is an evidenceof our #z- 
tellefFual weakneſs, that all the world hath all'this while 
| been confounded about a plain Problem upon. a falſe ſup- 
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46 The Authors Defence of the 

. The Anſwer to my other difficulty about the #»:0n. of the 

parts of quantity, is grounded alſo upon the preſumption 

rhat there are aiFually none ; which Ithink I have ſufficient- 
ly diſprov'd. 
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A 5- Caput ſextum totum motui Rotarum dedicatimn 
eſt, neque fi credimus Authori de cujus --- pag. bz. 
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G Conclude not only that no pare can move, bur the whole 
7 muſt ; bur alſo that in the circular motgon of a wheel, t * 
ſecms thatthe motion of every part mult be prereguired to 
it (elf , which I think is clear enough in the #nference, though 
the propoſition inferred,be impoſſeble and abſurd. And what 
inconvenience there is in this concluſion, that all the paris 
change their place at once , I have made ſufficiemly evi- 
dent, in the place where the difficulty is urged. I confeſs in 
our Authors Hypoeheſis that there are atFually no parts in 
bodies, the doubt is none ; and the whole matter will paſs in- 
to words and air : bur ſuppoling that in quantity there are 
diftin& realities, I think 'twill be hard to diſ-incumber 

this trite Phenomenon from the perplexities I mention'd. 


_— 


S A, Subjungit Author ſecundam difficultatem, quomodo in 
Re - A +» s © #@ 
4 rota circumyolata viciniores centro partes --- pag. 84. 


————— 
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G || Say again, however we find it in the-event, while yet we 
* & confider the rewore parts, moving ſwifter then the cen- 
tral ones, in the ſpeculative notion , 'tis hard to conceive, 

but that the Zine drawn from the Centre to the Circamfe- 
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Vanity of Dogmatizing. 47 
rence, ſhould be i»fleFed, ſince one point of the line reſts 
while the other moves, which in the Theory ſeems to argue 
adiſunion, and conſequently an incurvation, So that though 
i be true in the experiment and event, yea and while we 
look upon the reaſon of the thing, in one poſition ; that 
the line would be made crooked, were it not for the unequal. 
velocity of the parts 3 yet ir appears as clear to reaſon, in 
another poſture , that this 5equality ſhould 3ferre it, For 
if B move ſwifter then A. A reſts ſome inſtant while B 
is in motion. There's no motion, but where there's 
change Of place, viz. of that place , in reſpe& of which the 
if; body is ſaid to move : The place in reſpe& of which the 

body is ſaid tro move, is the next ſuperficies that is conſidered 
as quieſcen', And conſequently it ſcems if B move any in- 
ſtant, in which A doth not : it is proportionably to its mo- 
tion remov'd from that of 4 to which it was adjacent, and 
by conſequence one would expe it ſhould be disjoyn'd, or 
 inflefted. 
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6. Jaftatum tandem experimentum capite alto in- A. 
"||* ereditur Author ille, prefatus audentiſSeme --- pag. 85. 


_—_—.. _ -"_—— ——_— 
—— ————— —— 


LC 


Clnce the publiſhing my Diſcourſe; I have met an in- G 
genious Account , ,among ſome excellent Geometrici- -7 ©. 
ens of this Probleme , which perhaps may ſatisfie the dif- 
ficulty. The Account briefly 1s, That in volutation the 
whole circumference moves by a motion both progreſſive 
and circular : But the centre by the progreſſive only. And 
conſequently by how much the nearer the parts are to the 
' Centre the. more they. have of the progreſſive wotiow , and 
the. leſs of circulation. So that the l:itle wheel in_ our ex- 


periment draws, and hath ſo much more- progreſſion ben 
ys ene 


had 
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as The Authors Defence of the 


the greater > as makes amends for it's defef# of parrs, 
Which: ſolution 1'le' acknowledge perfet, if two things 
anſwer experiment, which I have not yet had occaſion 
ro make tryal of g vis, ( 1. ) Suppoling both wheels to be 
denticulated, the little wheel will with it's teeth deſcribe 
lines z and the great one with #1's make points, And 
( 2. ) the diſproportion being augmented, ſuppoſe to an 
hundred-to'one , the drawing of the leſſer wheel will be 
exccedin | 1 ; and diſcoverable by the dulleſt ſenſe. 
I ſay, it theſe circumſtances anſwer experiment ; this dif- 
ficulry is- for ought- I know well accounted for, And 1 
need add no more to this confefſhon ; For our Authors 
Anſ«er is either materially the fame wich this, or much 


leſs ro purpoſe. '- 
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AcTtio SEPTIMA, 


A 1. ln ſequentibus aliquot Capitulis ſatis exquiſite in- 
 Veſtigat cauſas Errorum &- Tgnorantie --- pag, 90. 
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and vain ſhews of Science falfly ſo called , will not 

be denyed by one, who hath direted fome indeavours a- 
gainſt them. And did 1 not deeply apprehend how much 
bold affirmers , and lazy Inquifitorshave prejudiced the ad- 
_ vance of zrue and ſubſtantial knowledge , I had never en- 
gaged Rp. DogmatiFing and Peripatetick ' Philoſophy. | 
wonder therefore that my learned Aﬀiilant ſhouldobject my 
omiſſion of theſe cauſes of gnorance , which had the 

-. greateſt intereſt in drawing from me rhe Diſcourſe he 
oppoſeth 3 in which, I have largely inſiſted oa thoſe rea- 


ſons 


Hat the preſent Age abounds with foeate Ignorance, 


_ q— 


| Vanity of Dogmatizing, 

ſons of the defe## of Knowledge, vis. the depth of Truth , 
the precipitancy of mens anderſtandings, and averſneſs to 
deep ſearch, and cloſe engagement of their mindes. Pe- 
fides which, I have profeſſedly artacqued the drſÞuting way 
_ of Inquiry, and the verbal emprineſs ot the Pt bpk of the 
Schools 3 which how guilty it is of laying a foundation for 
floath and loquacity , 15 particularly made appear in the 
Diſcourſe I dire&ed againſt ir. And while the Schools of 
Learning are under the regency of thar kind of Spirit, I fear 

little is ro. be expeed from Philoſophy bur bold talk ; and 
- endleſs diſputes and quarrels, For what elſe can be the 
fruit of a Philoſophy made up of occult Qualities, Sympa- 
thies, Entelechia's, Elements, Celeſtial Influences, and a- 
bundance. other hard words and lazy generalities ,, but an 
arreſt of all ingenious and praRiical indeavour ; and a 1l- 
derneſt of Opinions inſtead of certainty and Science ? Fut 
thanks be to Providence , the World begins to emerge from 
this ſtate of things , and ro imploy it ſelf in more deep and 


concerning Diſquiſitions 3 the ifſue of which, we oy, 
ach 


will be a Philoſop by fruitful in works, not in words, and ſu 
as may accommodate the uſeof Life, both n«:ural and moral. 


— CO "ap <= pr RD — ———— 


————————— 


 Teftis mihi eſto Author qui ſub finem prioris Capitis 
conquerituy de obſcuritate Speculationum, --- pag 90. 
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 ——————— 
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T Ow juſtly the Author is made an inſtance and witneſs 
L of that, which, in the very Diſcourſe, - by which 


wr ;* I ſuppoſe, he is known to® our Philoſopher , he 


lo carneſtly witneſt againſt , which his ſpirit is ſo 
averſe -unto ,- which gave the occaſion of the Diſpute be- 
tween us3 I ſay, with what juſtice I am made an in- 
ſtance of: ;has 1 have ſo profeſſedly oppoſed , let it he 
. CNL 99 _ GA _ i i H judzed 
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jadg'd, by, any., tar not. upgeaſonably, partial, 'Tis 


rue , I complain of the obſcurity of Motion, Gravity, Light, 


Celours, Viſion, and: Seunds.z, and. yet am Noe gaerane of 
the Accounts. Sir K, Dighy., and OtET Philoſop ers both 
ntiext and Modern., have given oh thele thenom;na. My 
mind 15 anxions, in ſpeculation, andhath engag d me to, look 
as far, as my capagyy gould. reach, int Tedd. Theozer, | 
could never content, my ſelf with, ſuperhcial puj-offs z, nor 
am | ape, pmediarely 10 dilpajz , it 1, ind; not, preſent (a-. 
usfaKtioh ip my, Hclt enquiries. I have. with, my, beſt. gjlj- 

gence examined rhe mah Opel (bc arc extant. of 

thele appearances, and, yer.mult profeſs, Thag-though the 
firſt fight of their reſpective ſolutions. is pleaſany, and ex- 


 couraging , and ſeems to promiſe. my, mind a, requzerm.z yer 


the longer I view the. moſt; likely, of. hls. H) otheſes., rhe 
more liable and obnoxious I, apprehend. them, Like Pii7yres 
xy, will not, bear to, be: look't. upon , bur ar a. diſtance, 
and when I come.neer.,_ I, cafily, Jeieb their, impericQions. 


So that, deep ſcarch diſcovers more CR nee, then. it, cures 3 


and confidence. of Scjence,{ccms to be, built upon a. flighc 


and ragal view of chipgs3. as. Arifozle, himſelf, hath 
ſomewhere obſerved, and every one elſe may, that will 
but take notice , that young talking Sophiſters uſe to be far 
more aſſured of their. Aſſerttons , then.the deepeſt and molt 
exercis'd Philoſophers, 

Ile ngt- difparage. the account piven- by. the-lcarned! 


Sir K, Dighy of the mention'd Phenomena ; they arc to be 


acknowledg'd pretty, and ingenious : Bat yet I cannot 


thipk., that. tis; an. ar aumentofi ſhellewpeſe, ahd. impatience 


'1n, en ', not fully to acquieſce in his Hyporbeſes as.infal- 


e Selytzons, I ſuppoſe, that ingenious Philofapher's own 
: ſty.and juſtice will nQr. {uffer.him. tO OWN: ach a fond- 


likely, and: conyenient, ſ« foſalss I; confeſy.the maſt ſatis- 
taQtion. 1: any, where. mes, Wits, is. 10 the, accauuts.of Nevs 
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Cartes, to whom Sir K, Digby himſclf bears this Teſtimony, 


* yy = 29. 


love only w $kim things, and have not the paricnce to keep 
their minds to 4 deep and cloſe attention , cannot with 
any face as muth as prezthd acquaintance with his Princi- 
pits z che comprehenſion of which, will require che moſt 
ſevere meditation, and fix't engagement of the mind , of 
any Philoſ*phy that is intelligible. Not , that this excellent 
perſon affeRs obſcarity either in Matter , Sigle , or Method, 
beito inideed vety perſpicuous in all of cherh : bur becauſe, 
his way is unufual, and his Principles fo coherent and cloſe- 
ly pack't rogerher , that the letting fall any [izk of connexi- 
on ; will ſpoil the depe#dance , and hinder the underſtand. 
ins of the ſequel. Bur I return from his excurſion. It 
all then muſt be accotinted imparicar and fhallew Philoſo- - 
phets; who acquicfcc not in the Dighean Hypotb:ſes ; all the 
learried Cairefiens, Platonifts, the whole ſtock of the ingeni- 
ons recent Philoſophers ; yea and Al, that follow nor the 
way of Sit K. Dizby, muſt unavoidably fall under the ſhame 
of theſe appellarives 3 and perhaps that grear perſon him- 
ſelf, who 1 dare ſay thinks not the /ight his Phil-ſophy hath _ 
afforded rheſe perplexing Specnlations, tobe lo clear, as to 
| admit of no ſhadow or obſcurity. What ever haſte therefore 
thoſe diſcover , that will not be fully contented with the 
Principles in which our Philoſopher is fo well ſatisfied, I am 
confident thar a little refleRion will inform him, that he hath 


betrayed ſome, in his cenſure. 
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52 'T he Authors Defence of the 
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2. Altera ab Autbore noſtro neglefta Tonorantie 
cauſa mihi apparet eſſe quidam ſpecials --- pag, g1. 


Dy—_— — 


a. 


F any are fo weak to affirm nothing can be demonſira- 
] ted, againſt which _- thing &, Or can be objected ; 
ler them anſwer for their Aſſertion, I am not to account for 
che miſtakes of others : And if there are thoſe who will 
not admit- of certainty or evidence in a. concluſion that any 
hath made a doubr of, as our Author intimates in the 
following Paragraph , I have as little to anſwer for their 
Scepticiſm and tncredulity, For 1 never expeCt to ſee the 
world agree in any thing ; and therefore 1 aſſent where 1 
ſee cauſe, and proportion the degree of my belief to that. 


I have of evidence , withour Srv the hopeleſs cn- 


couragement of a »niverſl ſuffrage. Though I confels , 
where deep and enquiring ſpirits differ, 1 judge I have 
reaſon to be cautiews, and to a ji 


& uncertainty, Qur Au- 
thor- concludes with a reprehenfioa of thoſe endleſs talk- 


ers, the Moders Peripateticks, and their volaminows tri- 
fles, in which I difſent not from him. : But paſs from 
them to their Maſter Ariſtotle, whom our Philoſopher un- 
derrakes to vindicate from my refleFions ; with: what ſuc- 
cefs, will. be the ſubjeR of our next enquiry. 
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- ACTIo0 OCTAVA, 


r. Fe jam defunus labore imperato videor , nift A. 


ſumma cum invidia Aniſtotelem omnibus --- pag. gg. 


—— 


Ur Author in this Paragraph is of a very different r 


apprehenſion from all. other Ariſtetelians, if we'l 
believe Patritiws , who ſaith, Tritum wero jam eft ac em- 
nium. Ariſtotelicorum «fſenſu comprobatum,nullam eſſe in Ari- 
ſtotelicis Libr Scientificam Demonſtrationem, Our Philoſo- 
pher they denies all* Scienze among the other Aptienrs, 
andthe reſt of the A4riſtorelians allow none in Ariftotle. And 
if either be true, or both , 'tis an evidence againſt Dog- 
matiXing , and fond doating upon Authorities, 

Bur this action is profeſledly direted againſt Gaſſendus , 
ſome few of whoſe charges againſt Ariſftorle our Author 
indeavours to defeat and diſable ; which ſhould he ſucceed. 
in: according to his deſires, yer the far greater , and per- 


haps the more formidable number ſtands unanſwer'd.. 
Briefly then ( 1. ) he cxcepts at Gaſſendws's animadverting. 


on Ariſtotle's manners, Which he infinuates , to be more. 
like a crafiy Orator ,, then-a cloſe and ſevere Philoſopher... 
To which in behalf of that excellent. Neoterick , it may be- 
rejoyn'd, Thar if Ariſftorle were vicious and immoral, there. 
is much the leſs reaſon why. we ſhould revere his authori-- 
.: For truth and wertue uſe to-dwell together 3. and 7he 
ear of the Lord is the beginning of wiſdom, Vice drowns. 
the noble 1dea's of the Soul, and fills the 'mind with thoſe. 
foul Keams of the body., which are prejudicial to deep: 
' and worthy enquiriesz ſo that with-all good men and true- 
= | tt 7, = Philas- 
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Philoſophers 'twill not a little Gerra from the credit of 47i- 


ftotle's Intellefuals, if his Morals are acknowledg,d, or can 


be prov'd ebnexiow. Whither the charge be ju or not, our 
Philoſopher makes no enquiry, which ſcems a tacite con- 
feffion of the truth of the accuſation z and then I think he 
hath no reaſon to obje& the izmpropriety, Aſter this re- 
mark he deſcends ( 2. ) to ſome particular inſtances of 
Gaſſends's charge , to as many of which , as I am concern'd 
in, I make this brief rejoynder : ( 1.) Then 477ſtotle ex- 
preſly makes God an Animal in theſe words ew i + 0 4 
I) Coor didiov der. If he ſayes ortherwilc elſewhere , 'tis 
only an argument of the inconfiſtency of Arifforle , not of 
the injuſtice of Geſſendwe. 

(2.) Thar God afts by neceſſry, Ariſlotle clearly 
enough infmuares in that concluſion of his # «r4yz»; 0x 
6579 Ov.» 5 8 dvdyun ughis, © Cius *428 , which teſtimony {uf- 
ficient ' of the rruch of my charge ; if Gefſendis ac- 
c_ him of more, 'tis like he was able to make it 
by ( 3.) That Arifteile made the world errrnal, our Au- 
thor allows me. Bart that hereby he prov'd himſelf che 
chief of all the Exh»ich Philoſophers, 1 cannot graar him 
ſo.calily, For ( 1.) Ariftorle was not the firſt in chis A(- 
ſertion , bur had it from Ocellaws Lacanue 5 from whom 
alſo he trarſcrib'd the Arguments he made uſe of to en- 


force it : Which yet (2, ) are not ſuchi, as do' fo highly 


commend his Philoſophy, and faculty of arguing, He proves 
the TPwld erernal then, becauſe the Heavens arc ſv; the 
Aﬀtertion of whiet/he atrempts by five Arguments : (o3s.) 
( 1.) From che Erym BY of arhey , viF.. ab os 3. 
( 2. From the ſilence of Hiſtory of any change or al- 
teration rhey: haye' undergone. ( 3. ) From: the Opinion 
of the Amenrs, ( 4. )-From the freedony of che Heawens 
trom cemrarieties, Andi ( 5* ) from the! ezernivy off the Ce- 
!eſtral morons, which he proves with: the! erermity of time 
a a. ; 7 by 
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"Vanity of Dogmatizing, «55 

- by reaſons borrow'd” from acetlas , who was the Author 

of the main Argument, Now whoever affirms tar ſuch 
arguing9 as theſe {cr Ariſtotle {o much above all the more 
antiens Philoſophers , expreſſes more fondneſs towards him, 
then juſtice to his betrers, Nor can the comparative cx- 

. cellency of his wit be any more reaſonably concluded from 
his allowing ehe natural inference of that acknowledg'd 
Principle, Ex nihilo nthit; which doubtleſs the Antients 
never meant in the gereral notion ; but in a ſenſe which 
reſtrain'd it to matwalb produdtions; elſe their Aſſertion 

| of the Worlas beginning had been nonſenſe and a contra- 
diction, 

(4, ) The Jearned Gentleman admires that we ſhould 
charge Ariſtotle with the denyal of the Reſarreftion of the 
dead ; which though he acknowledges t#ly ro be allede'd'; 
yer he thinks it «nreaſonably objeffed, fince be ſuppoſes 
this dorine only to be difcoverable by ſupernatural light 
and revelajion, To which briefly, ( 1..) Though the Re- 
ſurrefion in the particular. circumſtances , in ch Chri- 
ftranity hath cloathed'ir, be nor known by our unaſſiſted 
faculties: Yer that the Soul ſhall live, and live united to 
a Body in the other State , I think deducible from. the 
mecr principles of Nature : For the FER on the Soul 
inferms us, thax it uſes matter in its Higheſt operations , 

which is fair ground of conjecture , thar it.is alwayesuniced 

to ſome. body, Beſides which , it may be argued from thc 
analogy of Nature, which uſeth nor in other things, to 
leap ;. 1 one extream unto, another z And' therefore '*ris 
not likely thar rhe Soul ſhould paſs. immed/ately, from the 
ſtate of ſo deep an immerſion into' the groſs matter , to a 
condition of pure and abſolute immateriality, To which 
may be further added, that, even according to the prix- 
_ eip FY, *of' Ariſtotle , there can be no Knowledge without 
- Senſe, nor Senſe without corporeal Motion, which canner 
well be perceiv'd by a being that is perfe&ly disjoyn - 
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from matter, Thus the, principles of meer reaſon ſuggeſt, 
- that the Soul is joyn'd to another Body after its diſcharge 
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From the preſent. And ( 2. ) others of the Greek Philoſo- 


- phers, by the meer. conduR of their natural light, beliey'd 


it, The Academicks generally aſlign'd Bodies to thoſe in 
che other ſtate, and (ſuch as were ſuitable to the regions 
of the World they reſidedin; and therefore Plato calls 


-Fome of them S435 -2veires.: And to others of more inferior 


conditon he attributes Aerial bodies; yea , generally the 


-Greeks appointed corporeal puniſhments -for the wicked in 


their Acheron, and Cocytw, as Theocritws, 
Mid dari pognar En fo xgt 'AggirD. - 
And Firgil, 5 


nn Aliis ſub gurgite vaſto 
Tnfettum eluitar ſcelws, ant exuritur igni. 


*Bur the buſineſs is ſo well known that it needs no teſti- 
-mony ;_ and from_hence 'tis ſufficiemly evident , that they 


belicv'd the corporeal ſlate of the Soul after irs ſeparation 


from . this Terreſtrial body .: So thar Ariftotle's Aſſertion 


herein, _ is contrary both to. the nerure of the rhing z and 
the belicf of moſt of his contemporaries ; nay , and the moſt 
vererable wiſdom that was before him, And indeed, what 
he raughe of the Soul, is at the beſt #ncerratn, he uſing the 
word Nie, for the mind one while , and then for the phan- 


Oz applying ic now to Angels, and' at another time to 


Brates , 


s; 1o that none of his.SeRators could ever tell what 
-was his opinion about ir, 
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ACTIoO NoNa. 


1. 4 Gaflendo ad Authorem Vanitatis Dogmati- A, 
zandi reducenaa eff oratio, poſtquam ipſe --- pag. 104. 


———— — 


——. 


KO ——— 


Think f:{ that the Many are very incompetent Judges 

* of worth cither in Men or things, aJmiring traſh , and 

Uigoring excellence, And 'tis my Lord Bacon's Obſervation, 

which fignifies much more with me ; then all our learned 

* Author has ſaid in this Paragraph, viz.[ 1 hat the loweſt ver- 

txes are the ſubjects of the pk praiſe 3 the middle ones of 

their 44mirarion ; but the higheſt they have no ſenſe ar all 

ofz ] which ſaying holds not only in Morals, bur in all 

things elſe which he vulgar uſe to judge in: for they re- 

gard nothing , but what is like themſelves, that is, mean 

and trivial; which is the reaſon of that other Obſervation 

= of che ſame great Philoſopher ; That Time, like 4 River 

| bears up what « light and chafſy, while the things that are 
more weighty and conſiderable, are loſt at the bottom, 
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2+ 'Subjicit Author noſter Sapientium arbitrio Peri« A, 
pateticam efſe vocum nibil ſignificantium --- pag. 105. 
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xcellent Lord Feralam is one of the wiſe men that (7, 
' reprov'd the arbritrarineſs of Ariſtotle's words, 
in his »ff«wrario Magna, where he ſaith, [ | cah- 
marvel at the Philoſopher Ariftotle , chat did 
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F — Theauthors Defenc eof the 


proceed iu ſuch a ſpirit of difference and contradiQion to 
all antiquity ; not only to frame new words of Science at plea- 
ſare , bur to confound and extinguiſh all antient wiſdom } 
and his affeted obſcurity , Parricivs ſayes, All the Greeks 
confeſſed; yea Themiftiue one of his great Sectors ayes 
of him, Se, welutt ſepiams atramento ſuo ſeſe occaluiſſe. And 
Simplicius another , writes thus in his Prolegomena to the 
Predicaments : # wir 39% wiſts, vs ovmfohncts dtiypant us 
ad aus mls» *Acgdliang iXgnoz]o," aN arr mT avs Tie; MTAITUd. 
7& ny «apa, Bolides which clear teſtimany the Author 
of the cenſure prefixt to Ariftorle's works cited by Giſ- 


ſends after great praiſes of him, adds , Ingeninm wiri te- 


dum & callidum & metnens reprehenſionis, quod inhibebas 
enum , ne proferret interdum aperto, gne ſentirets {nac 1am 


wulta per ejwus opera obſcura & ambigna, And again the 
forementioned Themiſtins , Cum plereq ; omnia Ariſtotclis 


ſeripta quaſs de- compoſito caligine quadam offuſs oppletaq, 


habeantyr : like unto which is that , which Smplicics ſayes 


_ of him: In Acreamatics dati opera obſcure eſſe voluit, We 


fee then who the wiſe Men are, that have-accuſed the ob- 
ſeurity of the Ariftorelean proceſſes, And that he was not 
ſo clear from equivecaticss as our Author ſuggeſts; I'lc give 
but a double inſtance (1,) of his applying the oremention'd 
NOTZ tO Beaſts and Angels, to the /magination and abſtraited 
Intellect. And ( 2.) his calling Goa, the 2uinteſeence, 
Form , the Soul , and Motion, by the common appellative 
of ENTEABKETA: To all which might be added,that 'ris an ar- 
gument that the Ariftorelean method was nor ſo clear and 
cautious , as our Author would have it believed ; ſince his 
Commentators have been infinitely divided about his mc»- 


#g: Andour Author himſelf complains, That thoſe of the 


Eiter Schools have quite receded from his genuine doErine , 


which either accuſes their ignorance, or. his obſcurity. It 


appcars then , that the wiſe Mex 1 mention to have accuſed 
<Lifoile's ambigeities-and equivecations were thoſe that un- 
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derſtood the Ariſtorelean DoErines , being ſome of them 
his moſt genuine and ancient Interpreters z and not thoſe 
who are {o little acquainted with the matters of this 2hile- 
| ſophy, as to charge Ariſtotle with the faults of, I know 
not what , apiſh Peripateticks, and Pyrrhoniaps. 
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3- Proſequitur deinde Ationem in Peripateticos per A: 
dubia quedam , que illi clara non ſunt, --- pag. 107 


—— 


PT III _ 


| . N. this Paragraph I can underſtand nothing proved , but G 
that a thing is poſſible ro be before it is z which poſſbi- / * 
lity our Author will have to be neither quid, nor quale, 
nor quantum : Though not abſolutely nothing. And if this 
learned Gentleman rake this poſſe of a thing for Ariſtotle's 
materia prima , he miſtakes the Metaphyſical, for the Phy- 
ſical matter : Or, if hereby he would only infinuate , that 
the fir mater may be ſomething , though neither quid, 
quale, nor quantum 1, the inſtance is too ſhort for his con- 
clufion, ſince the poſſe of a thing before iris, 1s no real bee- 
ing, but an extrinſecal nomination, and a. mode of our 
Conception, 


» —_——.. ———— —— 
Oe — — 


4. Duz alie Yoces moleſte ſunt Sceptico noftro. He A. 
| ſunt forma,ex educi de potentii materiel.--- pag.109. 


— ——— — 
Lai) 


I Call the Ariſtorelean form an empty word, becauſe I 
believe there's nothing real chat anſwers ic 3 All bodies 
are ſufficiently diſtinguiſh'd by figure and poſition of parts, 
and I ſce no neceſlity to introduce ſuch an arbitrary Teing ; 
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However, if our Author pleaſes , let him call 1bas oy hk 


A 


* tia, Videat Vir ingenioſus an illud quod --- pag. 110. 
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things -are diſtingunſh'd, their form + Bur if with Ariflocle 
he will make the a ſubſtantial principle of things ; I muſt 


be excuſed in a diſſent ro which my reaſon inforces me, 


And if his Hypotheſis be , that forms are accidents, (as it 
ſeems, he ſuppoles , by the inſtances alledged) he recedes 
from his Maſter Ariſtotle , who. expreſly makes' his Form 
a Subſtance, "Eris Nh algo i m is 4) Ges) x; Thi pony ha, 
And again , 41 n* dS 5a fir dr wavy 7) me onie. 
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5. Quoad poſteriorem vecem , ſeu 'educi de poten- 


A —— we. i ct 
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Ef [np which was brought out of the dark, was uw v7, 
| And Ceſar adds nothing to the Marble , but the Fi- 
gure-z which is but a mode of Marter, and anſwers not 
our caſe, But Forms are not ſuppoſed Preexiſtent in the 
Matter from whence they. were educed ; and are Subſtances 
really drſtinguiſht from it : which. I have prov'd from 4ri- 
flotle, and tis the ſenſe of his Commentators, khough it 
feems *ris not our Authors, I wa 


ire then, are theſe Sub- 


' flantidl Forms produced of ſomething, or of nothing ? An 


Ariſtotelian will not allow the latter z for this were againſt 
the Maxime , Ex Nibilo Nihil, and a Creation, He atfirms 
x produced of: ſomething then, and this ſomething is Poten- 
1a Materia, 1 enquire further therefore, whether any thing 

of the Form did aiZually. Preexiſt in this Power of the Mat- 


ze , or not > If ſo, all poſſible Forms reſide in the Subjed7s 


- our of which they are edxced, which is not conſonant to 


their Hypotheſis. If not , the Larter part of the disjunRion 
15 conteſt; to avoid. the ſhame of which, they fly ro. 
ſuvje@ive dependence + And this is 


- 


the Porentia Materie, 
they 


__ » 


vg (k FIDE he "oe OS * XX , U 5 . CF (Fn | FO - . PPT. 6 i " _ #4 : Has \ 
; Eee f oY, St : » "8 MY EEE WiC a EI RI ons ft, < 
#) ; A : : 
7 $7 © ES , , * Bs 
" « WT, Oo S £ 43H 
Y * re US; + SC 
(2: 3 = RC +a - —_— <7 6 . SO 
a a 5 * * A 
ws F . / 
254.Þ- if y : 
, . A «. 
. 7 o » ſn ; X 
mY » : 
0 A 4 ©. 
ing | I : 
. 1 


. 


they talk of z from which follow the abſurdities I inferred, 1 
And this is the Philoſophy of the Sehools, and this the Pe. 1 
ripareticiſm 1 charge : If our Author ſaith, it is not accord- 
ing to Ariſtotle's Dodrine, let him diſpute it out with 4r5- 
ftotle's followers; 1 charge it not on him, but on his Scholes, 
in which all the world can juſtifie me, 
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 Actlo DEcCima. 


1. Proxime ſagittant duas Ariſtorelis Definitiones, A. 
utramque exattiſimam &* quicquam in --- pag, 2. 


—_— 


__—— —_— _ 
——— 
a 


Er BNEPTIA fignifie as our Author would have it, G 

i- vis. That which remains of an Aition , 'and is intro- 4 * 
duced by it, But I enquire then, ( 1.) Whether this In- 
rerpretation be not «rbitrary ? I'me ſure the word in this 
ſenſe is ſo, ( 2.) Light is then ſomething that remains fof 
an operation : And this Explication notably. helps the per- 
ſpicuity of the Definetion , which is as good a one as that 
_— y goa | # Thought in a Ry Sermon, viz. 
A Repentine Profiliency jumping into Being. And if 
our Anbor's Deſcriptionbe all contain'd in Aus Perſpicst, 
2 os need no more proof of 4riforte's obſcurity in this? 
| ance, | 


_ —____. + _——_—__ 
—————__——_— 
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| 2. Tem oft relique Definitions Vitium. Bft autem , 
 b/a Definitio, Motus cſt Aftusemtis = page 13- =. 
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G TE ENTBAEKETA, in the definition of Motion ſignific the 

* | Mede,whereby the ſubjet? i affetted in the end of Aittion,ac- 
cording to our Author 3 with what congruity doth Ariſtorle 
then apply ir to the Soul > except he thought it a moae of 
matter, and then our Philoſopher had no reaſon to ſup- 
poſe he believed irs /mmortality 5 But whatever he concluded 
of this, he affirm'd it to be a Subſtance , as in that paſlage, 
Ti 4v%3 ud\v irarzier, $oiz 2e. And Galen of him , H' 2% oa, vg 
F370 ces 'AeroTiAg ALAS TW. 


—_— 
—_— 


A. 2. Nova calnmnia (apite decimo ſeptimo mſtruitur 
adverſus Ariſtotelem, tants indignins --- pag. 115. 
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"TT" Hat Arifoile. was not ſo carcful in diſtinguiſhing the 
Fl nification of words , as is pretended , we | bag 
; NE already: And it appears clearly enough from the 
I inftance; In which things are coupled together by a 
| common appellative that agree in nothing. And for the 
other miſtake this period chargerh me with , I anſwer; 
Thar'if I take the Scepticks for Peripateticks, 1 hope our 

Philoſopher. will henceforward ablolve me from the 1o 
often - objeed Scepiiciſm. For according to our Author my 

Peripatericks are Scepiicks, and he knows how much friends 

| hip I have for zboſe, Bur whether they are Scepricks 
or not, they are Ariſtotle's followers , if he have any 

-4n the Schools of Chriftendoms And I leave: them to 
- juſtifie the title they have aſſumed, Ir ſufficeth for me, 

| That thegenuine Ariſtotelian merhod is a way of obſcurity 
and diſpute; for which, beſides the inſtances I have given, 

 - Fhaye alledged the clear teſtimonies of his meg 
Ss  » Sectors 
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© Vamty of Dogmatizing, 
| SeQators. And if the modern Peripateticks can prove them- 
ſelves Ariſtotelians, we have a charge of ſufficient aggrava- 


ſures them under the name of Scepticks [' Scepricorum cona- 
rue eſſe vaniſſimos facile agneſeo, illos parum de worum uſu 
' ſollicntos eſſe quo liberum ſit its quaſlibet nugas vanitatis aut 
alterite Incri cauſs divendere , oratorcnlos wel magis 14a- 
bulzs , non Phileſophos eſe, Ariſtorclicorum nomen aſſumere 
ut corrwmpant juventutem, & Diſcipules poſt ſeſe abducant ; 


hos emnibus Scientia ſetatoribus wveluti peſtem vitandos non 


inficior, neque quicquam ab its ſulidi expeetandum eſſe.) 


— 
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nem ex ipſis Philoſophi diftis 9+ geſtis. --- pag, 116. 


a—— 


TT ſcetns it was not only the abtraZedpeſs of the matter , 
that rendred Ariſtotle's Phyſolo y {o difficulr of compre- 
henſion , fince our Author confeſſeth that ſcarce any un- 
\derſtand it, but who are 'affiſted by the Commentaries of 
the Ancients, And certainly all the Moderns had never rece- 
ded ſo far from his ſenſe, if his expreſſions had nor been 
obſcure and involved, as well as his matter difficule. And 
fer that which the «learned Gentleman calls a more grievous 
and unhappy calumny -* He confeſſeth it to be Ariſtotle's 
Inſtrufion to perte& his Scholars in the method of diſps- 
_ Ting, which isall I charge him withz And I think ambi- 
uity and obſtinate garrulity in Controverſies , which the 
Philoſopher ſeems to adviſe them to , is a way of Diſpura- 
| = that will not much commend the. Frattiſers, or 1u- 
wor, 5 | 


63 


tion from our-Author againſt them alſo. For thus he cen- 


4. Confirmant fitam' adverſus Philoſophum aftio- 
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A, 5. Merebatur hac aftio inſtantias ex opere, Pre- 
mit Author tres (ex fide credo Gaſſendi --- pag, 117. 
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G. Har I have done Ariſtotle no wrong in the firſt in- 
" | fiance alledged , will. appear to any one that will 
take the pains to peruſe the firſt ©24 h of his firſt De Ce- 
lo. For attempting there the Proof of the perfet7ion of be- 
dies in order to the evincing that of the World, he doth ir 
thus : The magnitude that is one way diviſible, 1s 2 line, 
iwo, is a ſuperficies 3 and what may three ways be divi- 
ded, is 4 Body, Befides which there is no other magnitude , 
for this reaſon amt rn mi ryle mire iD, which he proves by a 
ſaying of the Fythagoreans, and this Reaſon in Nature (if 
-it be one) vis. becauſe the beginning, end, and middle, 
7% defuir ix + Ts. men which alſo is confirmed by that [ 
quoted from him : 2 344 Ne apps if ng, & Tis Ivo djuge- 
Tige 6, miyras o' & Mal. "And x7 of Tear mum? Ty Gemyeins pa- 
#8 Tpznr. And concludes, wherefore ſince AU and perfer, 
— differ not as to their form , Body will be the only perfe?? 
' magnitude, and that for the reaſon I afſlign'd from him, 
Myer 2ap Gere mvis Ten» ww #' is} my; This is the genuine te- 
nour of Arifotle's argument , and our Authors ſenſe and 
" Interpretation ſeems to me, (as I ſuppoſe *rwill to any one 
elle, who confiderately compares irwith the Text ) forraigy, 
arbitrary, and #nnatural, 
As to the ſecond Inſtance, the learned Gentleman hath 
miſtaken the words of my charge. For if he pleaſcth to 
look again into my Book , he will find, that 1 obje& no 
ſuch conſequence to Ariffotle, as, Thar if there were more 
worlds then one , the Moon would fall to the Earch, Burt 
on the contrary , that the Earth would fall to that other 


World? 


bL 


#/ 
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Vanity of Dogmatizing. 
World. So that our Authors juſtification of Ariſotle's ar- 
gument , vr That he fixt the Centre of the World in the 
Barth, is a [irange one, and concludes the quite comrary 
to what Ariſtotle would inferre. And why the Moon ſhould 
fall, upon the ſuppoſlitions , that the Earth is the Cemrre , 
and that there are other Worlds, ( as our Author ſug- 
JE then as things are at preſent, I cannot conje- 

'K 

My Third Inſtance of 4riftorle's rrifling , and inconſe- 
quent argnings, Was 3 That he inferrs the Heavens to 
move towards the Weſt , becauſe they move towards the 
more Honosrable, and before is more honourable t' cn af- 
ter. Which is clearly his conſequence in the 5. Chapter 
of his ſecond De Clo : For thus he argues , Ei 3 # pun: 
de moni ff inrfixuarey m0 Fiana's Nature dot alw yes what u 
beſt, Now ſaith he, as the motion which is upwards is 
more excellent then that which is downward, # «vnr 745- 
my x i os mf dune dw, e's Timo ie; ſo ln like manner « that 
which « forward wore excellent then that which #© back- 
ward, Thence he concludes this the reaſon why the' Hea- 
vens move antrorſum, Biangr ydp week o ail me Kimon, y d- 
mvay, x mike nf m Tauancr. So that this ſeems the ſub- 
ſance of the Inference ; The Heavens move by a motion 
that is natural, Nature doth what is beſt , before is better 


then behind , and conſequently that way the Heavens wove. 
The weakneſs of which argumentation conſiſts in ſuppoſing, 


that thoſe variable reſpects of before , and after , are rea- 


Ities in Nature, which is a poor vulgar conceit, ariſing 
from the meere preindice of miſeppiyen Senſations , and ve- 
ry unbecomming a Philoſopher, And thar this was the 
ſuppoſal of Ariſtotle's Argument , is confirmed by the 
margin of Paciws's Edition, in which he hath given this ac- 
count of the contents of this period , Calum movetur ad 
anteriorem parte, quia hujuſmoat mor eſt preſtantior quam 


ed orem, Yea , when our Author him- 
morns ad pariem poſteriorem, he CIC 


66 * The Authors Defence of the 


ſelf ſaith in the Account he gives of the Argument, 1g: 
' tam naturalem eſſe ad honorabilins , unde clare ſequitnr occ1. 

dentem eſſe wobiliorem oricnte , he hath given me allI have 

contended for, 


- 


—. 


__ EIS. 


AcTlIo UNDECIMA. 


A. ” Indignatur ſub finem Capitult , quod doftorum opera 
ita im” Logicam, Phyſicam, & Metaphyſicam --- pag. 113. 


—_— 
enema 


G. {x Author confeſſcth the Schools negle& of the pro- 

fitable Doarines of the Heavens, Meteors. Mine als, 
and Animals, Bur bi Scepticiſm , viz, the preſent Peripa- 
reticiſm, is the cauſe. And this is that which I charge 
in the place animadverted on, So that I accuſe not 4rti- 
flotle here ; but by name the modern Retaincrs to the Sta- 
gyrite : Burt whether the notionality and ebſcurity of the Ari- 
ſtotelian method it ſelf do not give occaſion to the cndlcls 
babble of thoſe reprehended Scepricks, I have already palt 
my conjeQure, 


EPI Ao v ib. con A Ie moat —O— 


— _ 
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A, 21: Se Capite decimo oftavo arguit doftrinam Peripates 
ticam , quaſi ad Phenomena ſalvanda --- pag. 124+ 


ha are a, a 


A. 


G J Am not yer convinced, but that the 4riftore'ian Phi- 
* | /oſophy is inſ«fficient for the Solution of the Phanome- 
»4'; And yet quiſtion not Ariſtorle's enteaveurs in that kind, 

but his fusceſs, upon what Accounts my Diſcourſe declarcth.. 

| # | + | I ac- 


0, anity of Dogmatizing, 


_ I acknowledge the ingenuity of Sir Kenelm Diobye's r7190- 
theſes : But cannot kak the? ap that to bh (wh, if 
ole's method, And I think our Author is one of the firſt 
chat aſſerts Ariſtotle to have taught the Corprſcularian and 
Atomical Philoſophy ; for all the World hath hitherto taken 
his, to be the way of 9nalities and Forms : Yea Ariftorle 


mentions the 4:0mical Hypotheſis of Democritus in 2 way 


of diſſent and proteſt oppoſition ; anuinzmr®- I 3hv finer dS 
$7vgs Mp8 TY afywny Qnoyy, dM Guns durs 179 yorrdy obun dmirmuy 


Wy aps eee x7 where» of auan Huoiegw which laſk pal- 
ſage is the main ſubſtance of the Corpuſeularian Philoſophy, 
And elſewhere he recites the ſame Hypotheſis from ZLeu- 
cipps and Democritus , to the ſame purpoſe z gud yay I) nf 
pam HM nhl ule. dE: mort diaper x) 4 ' oS f:ds aoh- 
AZ pre , & I" O neA\zy EY, avis TH TETwy avaTNoxi x; afearhiter may” 


mt, Jarranks 


—— 
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Urget adverſarius ſyſtem cel ab Ariftotele ſc- 
quins efſe conſtitutum. Aperi accuſationem. --- pag. 125. 
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" Cannot ſee but that Arifferle without Ortick Inftru- 
ments, the defe& of which our Author thinks excuſcth 
his Aſtronomy , might have diſcovered the 3493:0n of the 
| Earth , and t luidity of the Heavens , as well as the more 
antient v:i\dom that believ'd them. He recites the former 
as the opinion of the Pythagoreans, bur could not over- 
come the prejudice of ſenſe againft ir, Tiset udp mis S69we & 
mh dvr Smavrys Leven SEAs, ANG oo Theiuv Gm Te wins RAM Kegoy- 
Tov. band T veguer mme2920 warer 64 14 92m traynas 0! wel Tu ImrAian Xe 
Auer I Tlvde ena iy un?, And in another place hath a pro- 
feſt redargution of this Pythagorean opinion. As for the 
Hypotheſis of the Flaidity of the He«wens , "Tis ſaid in the 
= EE K 2 Jewiſh 


67 


: I : <a bn 40-8 ies ORCS ITY ES oo. Fs > 7 J SHA oo BAS Þ oo : uy oy % 
$5 Re OE. HE, 0» LY "IMEa . "% SEES. ERS gp ALIRE ep <a 64 «3, SE : "LY = et Bl E; | SE x ; : 
Fn A Ee 32 - | 4 
Te $37 *% AR ER.,-"S s - —# © i 
< 4 ” bh . 
5 f 
3 Mo. « 
i» . . 
s 
£ . 
| | | 6 8 | 
* , 
: 2 
: 1 wo 
"+; 
4 


Jewiſh Gemara , Non orbes ſed in Celo liquido mover; þ- 
dera , weiuſtiſima Hebreorum ſententia eft, And if 411. 
fotle had own'd a wit ſo much more excellent then »©- 
thers of the Antients, as our Author ſomewhere intimates 
TI ſee not why he might not have received theſe Theories, 
as wcll as ſome of thoſe , to whom Optick Tubes were 25 
, much ſtrangers as to the Contriver of the Orbs, That the 
Chriſtian Dottrine teacheth the Motion of the Heavens by 
Imell:gencies , I cannot yet comprehend, And our Author 
cannot think it {o evident as to be believed without prof, 
Our Air according to the beſt computations can be made of 
the weight of the Aftmeſphear, reacheth not much above 50 
miles upwards ; and the 1h1w Element there, is nothin; to 
the ſplter of Fire ſuppoſed under the concave of the Moron, 


[POPE 


A. }.*Caput decimum nonum exagitat Ariſtotelis doftri- 
nom quaſi inſe:undam 0 fterilem. --- pag, 126. 
FA, I1Ndignariy fv fiat ins Carp bg bees pl þ 443464 vl 44 its : 
ita in Logicam, Phyſicam, & Metaphyſicam --- pag. 113. 
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ous 


(> £CNUr Author confeſſcth the Schools negle& of the pro- 

? fitable Norines of the Heavens, Meterrs. Mine a/;, 
and Animals, But bis Scepticiſm , viz. the preſent Peripa- 
reticiſm , is the cauſe, And this is that which I charge 
in the place animadverted on, So that I accuſe not 47- 
flotle here 5 but by name the modern Retainers to the Sta- 
gyrite : But whether the notionality and obJcurity of the 4r:- 
ſtorelian method it ſelf do not give occaſion to the cndl.ts 
babble of thoſe reprehended Scepricks , I have already palt 
my conjcQure, 


ne 


InP IRE No _— ——————— > TOI Ee 


cerned 


1 OATS IR. —_ _———— ——_— 


T1: Capite decimo oftavo arguit doftrinam Peripate- 
 ticam, quaſi a4 Phenomena ſalvanda --- pag. 124+ 
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G | Am not yer convinced, but thar the Ariftore/ian Phi- 
* 2 Yoſophy is inſ«ficient for the Solution of the Phanome- 
»4'; And yet quiſtion not Ariftorle's enteaveurs in that kind, 
but his f#cceſs, upon what Accounts my Diſcourſe declarcth.. 
= 


I ac- 


Vanity of Dogmatizing, 6g. 
' Author would do well to tell us. Some Principles indeed are 
neceſſary , and without them nothing can be inquired or 
determin'd : But ſuch are commoen to all Philoſophers , and 


not pecaliarly Ariſtotle's. 
Thoſe 


on 1n 
aſſertion again 

The Carre 
womenad , 
experiment, 


their arguments. 


ſhift and cv 
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ut any 


thers ? 


{age is the main [ubltance ot the Corpuſcularian Philolophy 


And elſewhere he recires the ſame Hypotheſis from L«- 
cippus and Democritus , to the ſame purpoſe ; gad ye i = 
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Urget adverſarius fyſtema cali ab Ariſtotele ſ- 
quius eſſe conſtitutum. Aperi accuſationem. --- pag. 125. 
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* Cannot ſce bur chat Ariftorle withovr Oprick Inftru- 

© ments, the defe&t of which our Author thinks excu{cth 
his Aſtronomy , might have diſcovered the 2/0t:en of the 
| Earth, and t luidity of the Heavens , as well as the mvire 
anticent witdom that believ*d chem, He recites the former 
as the opinion of the Pythagoreans, but could not over- 
come the prejudice of ſenſe againſt it, Tlset up re ores 8 
Tub ev amvry Cyum Ear, ae of whcicoy om Ts wry RH Xegpye 
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Aya N Ivar get xiyun?, And in another place hath a pro- 
feſt redargution of this Pythagorean opinion. As for the 
Hypotheſis of the Flaidity of the Heawens , *Tis ſaid in the 
IK ns OY | Jewiſh 


that admit vacuities, think there can be no a&#1em 
without them ; holding it impoſſible there ſhould be wort- 
abſolute 7 prod. And we have but our Author's bare 


vertices Will (crve to account for the Phe- 
reach a way of Theory not unſcrviceable to 
And for the Salve of TS CE 
contradictory paſlages we meet in his VYrungs 3 v#s, tha 
they are - oy rar eg ir ſeems to me an arbitrary 
olen Since we find them in his Diſcourſcs 
ny ſuch marter, And if it be con- 
feſt his cuſtom to inſert frrein Dotriner and Sayings in- 


from his «w# 3 who then can know when Avifforie (peaks 
enſelf. or when he ſpeaks the words and ſenſe of 0- 
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T be Authors Defence of the 


Jewiſh Gemara,, Non orbes ſed in Celo liquide mover; þ- 
dera , weinſtiftma Haebreorum ſententia eft, And if Ari- 


 flotle had own'd a wit ſo much more excellent then 0. 
thers of the Antients, as our Author ſomewhere intimates , 


I ſee not why he might not have received theſe Theories, 
as wcll as ſome of thoſe ,. to whom Optick Tubes were as 
much ſtrangers as to the Contriver of the Orbs. That the 


Chriſtian Dottrine teacheth the Motion of the Heavens by 


Tatelligencies , I cannot yet comprehend, And our Author 
cannot think it ſo evident as to be believed without proof, 


Our Air according to the beſt computations can be made of 


the weight of the Aftmeſphear, reacheth not much above 50 
miles upwards; and the thin Element there, is nothing to 
the ſphtar of Fire ſuppoſed under the concave of the Moon, 


P_ — i 
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zo *Caput decimum nonum exagitat Ariſtotelis dottri- 
nam quaſi infecundam & ſterilem. --- pag. 126. 


————— _——m— 
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F it NIN. 00 to Philoſopbers ro make "--/ cramp 
rd Bacon , Des Caries, our Illuſtrious Roy- 


the noble 


al Society , and all experimental Philoſophers , have beea 
needlefly imployed, and out of the way in their inquiries. 


And if we muſt uſe no Experiments but thoſe that arc 


made by ordinary Mechanicks without deſign of Science, 
we ſhall never make cn progreſs into the knowledg 
of the Magnahiaz which are not known by the common 


' methods of aRion. He that will ere& a laſting and Riate- 


ly Fabrick , muſt have _Srones digged from the 2#ar ies , 
_ not expe that the High-wayes ſhould furniſh 

WR - | 
What theſe common Ariſtotelian Principles are , with- 
eut which no accoum can be givenof natural _, our 
| | | Authar 


. 
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Vanity of Dogmatizing. 
' Author would do well to tell us. Some Principles indeed are 
neceſſary , and without them nothing can be inquired or 
determin'd : But ſuch are. common to all Phileſophers , and 
not peculiarly Ariſtotle's. 

Thoſe that admit wvacuities, think there can be no ator 
withour them; holding it impoſſible there ſhould be wor- 
03 in abſolute plens, And we have but our Author's bare 
aſſertion. againſt their arguments. 

The Carteſian wortices will {crve to account for the Phe- 
nomena , and teach a way of Theory not unſcrviceable to 
experiment. And for the Salvo of Ariſtotle's credit in thoſe 
contradictory paſſages we meet in his Writings 3 viz. rhar 
they are the ſayines of others, it ſeems to me an arbitrary 
ſhift and evaſion : Since we find them in his Difcourſes 
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without mention of any ſuch matter, And if it be con-. 


feſt his cuſtom to inſert forrein Doftrines and Sayings in- 
to his Works , without any intimation to diſtinguiſh them 
from his «wn z who then can know when Ariſtotle ſpeaks 
himſelf, or when he ſpeaks the words and fenſe of 0- 


thers > 
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4- Caput viceſimum manifeſtam reddit eminentiam 
Peripatetices ſupra reliquas Methodes --- pag, 127 


> 


— 
b—_—_—_—— 


A 


N that Chapter I impugn not Ariftorle's Philoſophy , but 
had concluded my Reflefions in the former, Cauſali- 
ries -are firſt found out by concemitancy , as 1 intimated. 
And our experience of the _ of one, and indepen- 
dence Of the other ſhews which is the Efe## , and which 
the Cauſe, Definitions cannot diſcover Cauſalities, for they 
are formed after the Casuſality is known, So that in our 


Authors inſtance , a man cannot know beas to be the 4- 
| K3 19795 
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toms of Fire , till the concomitancy be known, and the ef. 
 ficiency firſt preſumed. ' The queſtion is then , How heat 
15 known to be the effe of Fire ? onr Author anſwers by 
it's definition, Bur how came it to be ſo defined ? The an- 
ſwer -muſt be, by the concemitancy and dependence; for 
there's nothing elſe alſignable. 
But who is our Adtors Peripatetick that concludes heat 
to be the Aromes of Fire? And who that adorer of Des- 

' Cartes that profeſlcth Scepticiſm ? 


"I a —_—_—— © 
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of Nihilo validius eſt Argumentum a varietate Opts 
nionum Philoſophantium ad impoſvubilitatem --- pag.1:9. 


—_— —C—— a — 
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G J Urge no ſuch argument as the war#ety of Philoſophers 
* | Oprmions againſt the poſſibility of Science , bur from 
the notion of the Dogmariſts ; that demonffration {uppolcth 
certainty , as Ariſtotle himſelf afhrms, imaw wy H degra; 

| And certainty , impoſiibiluty of being otherwiſe 3 as Avi- 
3 ftotle proceeds , T3 @' draſugiw it brig rs ans iyen; | (ay, 
 - from hence I inferre 'tis ſcarce modeſt to concluJle any 
 rhing ſo a demonſtration, and conſequently , Science in 
their notions The reaſon of my Inference is fully de- 

clared in my Diſcourſe , the leaft view of which will 

be evidence enough of the wideneſs of this anſwer, 


—_——” 
—— 


Sub finem Capitis aſſumit nihil ſcirt poſſe niſi in bris 
mas cauſas reſolvatur. Unde diluxiſfe --- pag. 131. 
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Hen I affirm nothing can be known but by a reſs- 
laticn ot things into their firſt cauſes, I mean the 
Mechanical , not Metaphyſical : For I am of opinion with 
the excellent Lord Yerwlams That Natural Theory hath 
been very much hindered, and corrupted by Metaphyſical 
admixtures ; And this is a conſiderable fault of - Ariforle 
and his Se&aters, Some general notices indeed are necef{a- 
ry to direc us in particular reſearches , but then they mult 
be ſuch as are concluded from izdudiex in particulars ; 
and ron the inſtances our Fhiloſopher alledges to ſhew 
the neceflty'of Meraphylicks to Phyttology will be berter 


determin'd and accounted for in the way of experiment, 


then morion z and I think our Author's Metaphyſical argu- 
ment againſt a Yacuur , (the exploding of which he thinks 


ſo neceſſary for the eftabliſhment of a grounded Phloſuphy) 
I think, 1 ſay, his argument is a Sophiſm , whoſe greateſt 


 Vamiy of Dogmatizing, © m1 


A. 


\ 


G. 


force lies in the ſcarcity of words and defett in language + For 


this is the ſum of the preſumed demonſtration, A Yacwune 
is imaginary ſpace; Imaginary ſpace iS nothing real , and 
* thoſe bodies are together, that have nothing berween them : 
If the middle of which Propoſitions be denyed, the argu- 
ment comes to nothing 3 and it may without abſurdity be 


athrmed, that though ſpace have nor the nature of any of 


the beings that are in our predicaments , yet 'tis fomethiing 
real and nor mcerly imaginary : For the notion of ſpace 
ſtrikes ſo cloſe to our minds, that we cannot conceive, 
but that 'tis infinite and eternal, viz. is every where , and 
has been alwayes ;, and therefore has a kind of being , thac 
is no arbitrary figments Though ſuch a one, the 
; dh expreſling; 
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T he Authors Defence of the 


expreſſing of which our words are defeQive : We ſce then, 
how this pretended Metaphyſical impoſſibility may be an- 


{wered z For gh ſuppoſing a Yacuwm there be nihil cor. 


poris berween the bodies diſtant , yer is there aliquid ſpati;, 


which is ſufficient to avoid the conmadid#ion 5 lo that there 


may-be a wacawm , notwithſtanding our Author's Merephy- 


_ ficks: Yea, that or airs himſelf aſſerted it , though I know 


4 
he has oppoſed ir alſo, is affirmed by «/£1iws in theſe words, 
*Aeromnns mon loy vepur Tf rape Gn'ds 7h KiCpr 659 aremviy + vant, 
Are yg duly mere. And again , "Auronians bo ira nerky; 
and there ſeems a ſtrong neceſſity that there ſhould be one, 


{ince it looks like an impoſhbility that there ſhould be me- 


ron in pleno, or ar leaſt that any thing ſhould be moved, 


' but thar all the World muſt be moved with it z which 1 
alledge onlyto ſhew, that Meraphyſicks may both ways be 


urged almoſt for any thing , and thar all matters of noti- 
on are double-handed, Andif we muſt determine nothing 


in Phyſiology till Metephyſicks have concluded it 3, for ought , 


I know we ſhall be at an eternal loſs, and never fix on 
any thing, And by this mcthod of mingling Metaphyſichs 
with Namwral Philiſoply, we ſhall fill plain Theories with 
infinite intricacy and diſpute. Indeed, the impaticnt mind 
of Man, as my Lord Bacon obſerves, is too apt to fly to 
general concluſions 5 and more averſe to the way of expe- 
riment and znduion, which he thought the only method 
for the eſtabliſhing of a ſolid and grounded Theory : In 
which there is none has more happily ſucceeded then the Phi- 
loſopher Des-Cartes , whoſe Philo ophy is not a preſcrib'd 
form how things ſhould be made , as our Author injuriouſly 


| ſuggeſts, bur profeſſes it ſelf only an Hypotheſis how they 


2n4) be , and how by ſuch Principles the Phenomens may 
be ſalved : And the Mechanicks of Des-Cartes are much 
more- likely methods for.the expounding Nature, then the 
Metaphyſicks of Ariſtotle; Which his own SeRators have 
conteſt a meer rhapſody and confuſed ramble of they knew 
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not what: Yea, and 'tis doubtful whither they are not the 
ſpurious iſlue of ſome more modern Author , fince Diegenes 
Laertivs , who ues to give a full and fairhfuf Catalogue of 
the Writings of Philoſophers , hath omitted this our of the . 
Works of Ariffotle, and Philoponus affirms that Book writ- 
ten by Paſicrates Rhodizs, And if ſo, Ariſtotle will loſe 
the credit of demonſtration in Meraphyſicks , with which our- 
Author hath inveſted him, 
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© 7. Sequens Capitulum laborat illo Errore quem Ari- A, 
> ſtoteles [epins Oh detexit W confutavit GG pag 132. 
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| k--454 knowledge , according to the notion of the Dog- G 
_ matiſts , is not Science, bur Opinion. Scire, our Author 7 * 
knows, Is per canſas Scirez and the conditions of thoſe 
Cauſes are that they be true, immediate, and neceſſary ; This 
is perfect Knowledge , this is the Science the Dogmatilt pre- 
tends to3 and to th# according to his own Maxime, every 
thing that « muſt contribute , as my Diſcourſe declareth, 

i Nor do our Philoſophers Inſtances weaken my Concluſion 
| for they relate to another kind of Knowledge, viz. that of 
the Exiſtence, not of the Nature of things z which latter is 
that which I am treating of ; and the 4nowledge of the be- 
ing of a thing, as is its object, is a ſimple aff, and confequent- 
ly, to this, a fizgle evidence is ſufficient : But the compre- 
henſion of the nature, like the thing ir ſelf , is complex , and 
requires the knowledge of the things of which 'tis conſtitured. 2 
What is added within this Paragraph about two Perſons,fce- 
ing the ſame obje& in the ſame circumſtances of ſentiment, 
is our Author's bare aſſertion , againſt my proof of the con=- | 
trary: And the laſt period is buile upon rhe fore- mentioned , 
miſtake of my deſign and intentions, | 
CRE RE L | $. Atha- -- © 
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8. 4ttamen Academicus noſter non dubitat generatim 
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"He Learned Gentleman is now dilcended to my Me- 
ral Conſiderations againſt Confident Opinion * His re- 


_fAeQions on the two firſt of which are built upon the ſuppo- 
. | falof my being a Sceprick, which charge I think I've ſuſf 


ciently diſabled, The tr#th of my Third Accuſation is con- 
feſt, bur the guilt, not acknowledged ſince that which ex- 
cites men to endleſs bawlings, and altercations ; Schiſms, He. 
reſies, and Rebellions, by the vehemencies of Diſpute, is 
it ſeems with our Author no more xexiome and criminal, 
then the Sur: char ſtirrs men up to their work in the morn- | 
ing, by the importunity of it's beams, To the Fonrth ab. 


ſordity of Pogmmzing , our Philoſopher alſo gives a kind 
an 


reception z it ſcems can be content with a Confidence 


that accuſeth all the World of /gnerance, Burt whether 


be the more modeſt, the Dogmatiſt that chargerh all that are 
not of his mind as /g#orantsz or the Sceprick that involves 
himſelf alſo in: the common reproach, let chem diſpute it 


' out when they will , | have nothing to do with their Quar- 


rel. In' the {aſt Tme agreed with our Author in the Truth 
of his aſſertion , That Science inlargeth Mens mindes; but 


- cannot acknowledge the pertinemcy, For he could ſcarce have 


named things more oppoſite then Confidence and Science. 
Science indeed inlargerh: Bur there's a Knowledge that only 


| Pofferh wp. And-I'me of 'Solowon's Opinion, Thar 'tis the 


Fool that rageth and'is confident, Our Anchor concludes 


as he began, in the ſuppoſition that I am-a Sceprick, and in 


this I'me certain he is miſtaken 3 And will be Dogmatical in. 
affirming, that Lam none. 9, 
7 Fr, Thus: 


_ » Vaniyof Dogmatizing, 


'Fius have I concluded my Reply with a Brevity, that 

ſhews I am not fond of an occaſion of Diſparing 
and a Carelgſeſs, that will witneſs the little delight I have 
in matters that are not of very material ſpeculation, The 
eruth is, I dropt theſe RefledFions with ſuch a dulneſs and in- 
attivity of humor : That when my pen had traced one peri- 
od , it was #ndifferent whether it began another, And I re- 
member not an heat in the whole performance. For I felt 
no concernment to defend a Diſcourſe, which perhaps I 
had leſs kindneſs for then one, who hath profeſſedly oppoſed 
it, Not to mention the other reaſons of my coldneſs and 
_ #ndifference in this Ation. And though I have till a quick 
reſentment of the Yanity of confiding in Opinions , and pol- 
ſibly could with an humor brisk enough have reaſſailed the 
ſpirit of proud and unreaſonable preſumption; Yer I hitherto 
ſee no neceſſity of adding more to what I have ſaid on the 
Subje& : And the RefleQions that engaged my Pen, have 
made me but few new occaſions. So thar looking on my im- 
pugned Diſcourſe as too inconſiacrable for a Subjet of Pub- 
lick FVindication , and meeting bur little opportunity for ge- 
eral and diſcurſive notion in that whichoppoſedit 3 I was, [ 
profeſs, ſometimes more inclined to have throwne away theſe 
ſheets among the rubbiſh of my Papers, then to permit them 
thus to ſhew themſelves to the Publique. But my Civility to 
this Learned Man obliged me- to ſome Anſwer , and what- 
ever I apprehend of it otherwiſe , my /aIineſs or my judge: 
ment made me think thi ſufficient for that ſervice. VVhat 
others will judge of it I am ignorant and careleſs, and am 
ſufficiently ſatisfied with this , that I think ic pertinent , and 


_ thatTI have finiſd't ir, 


FINIS, 
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Toa FRIEND 
CONCERNING 


ARISTOTLE. 


Am very Senſible how: bo!d and: ad- 
venturous a thing it is, for Men of pri-- 
vate condition to: oppoſe what cuſtors: 
and great »ames have render'd venerd- 
ble.” And though I am ſtill of optnion,, 
that a laIie arquieſrence in the diſco-- 
veries of any Sizgle Author, how great 
3 ER and auguſt foever ,, be a diſadvantage: 
to the encreaſe of knowledge; yet I thipk it not wiſe in every; 
Man that hath only a naked reaſon to afliſt him , ro confronr. 
ſuch celebrated Authorities, Upon: which account I acknow-: 
ledge fome juvenile hear and precipitancy in thoſe rs 
your: friendſhip tus animadyerted /ons Which, belides the: 
[RISES Bi nd Frogs L : pardon 
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78 A Letter concerning, 
pardon young pens may expe& from thoſe who are not un- 
xeaſonably ſevere, hath a claim/to''your candour upon 0- | 
ther conſiderations , which I intend rhis Paper ſhall acquaine 

you with. In order ro which , I ſuppoſe I need not tell 
you, that 'twas no- enmity to the learning of the Univerſe. 
ries, which with all duty I acknowledge, that drew my pen 
upon the Sage their conſtitutions have made zextuery, You 
know me too well , to think 1 deſigned any thing againſt 
the appoimments and purpoſes of our pious Anceſtors in thoſe 
venerable nurſeries of Picty and Learning, I too well ap- 
prehend - the danger of ſuch 1»#ovations in an Ape {© 


rone to fancies and diſſertiements, In which nothing how- 
oever worthy and ſacred , has been able to defend ir (elf 


eXcept he have ſome dee of af that offer themſclves 
andidaies for his favonr : 'anda VViſe Man's belief is not 
chance, but elettion ;, 'beſides which , ir -26-". and en- 
»obles the Minds of Men to furniſh them wi 


and 


| 


ARISTOTLE. 
and ſloath of Elder Dijudicents, from whom more generous 
remper might be expeCted., then to fir down in a contented 
deſpair of any further progreſs into Science , than has been 
made by. their 1delized Sophy ;, and depriving themſelves 
and all this World of their Liberty in Philoſophy by a Sacra- 
mental adherence to an Heathen Authority, And1 confeſs, 
'twas this pedartry and beyiſhneſs of humor that drew from- 
me' thoſe refleFions I direQted againſt Ariſtotle. Which 
pcrhaps you'le think not ſo cenſurable an ation when you 
conſider , | | 

(1. ) That whatever fondneſs theſe latrer ages have 
expreſs'd towards him, the pious Fathers of the firſt 
and pareſt times of Chriſtianity, own'd for him nd ſuch 
regard and veneration ; butfrequently reprehended him wich 
a teen and impartial ſeverity, And if we may believe the 
learned and induſtrious Pairicius | Multos E Patribus habuit 
oppugnatores, Celebratorem neminem,] Clemens Alex, Epi- 
phanixe , and Nazianzen accuſe him of impiety againſt 
God and Religion z LatFantins of Contradidtion and incon« 
pftencyz; Fuſtin Martyr profeſſedly wrote a Book againſt him: ; 
S, Bafil reprehends his Erhicks ; and Origen let's Epicurme be- 
fore him. Theodoret accuſes him for denying Providence 
below the Moox. And 'tis notoriouſly known: that. Platoniſm 
was the Philoſophy of the ff Chrifiian Centuries when A- 
riſtotle was not mnch regarded, Yea as the excellent Gaſ- 
ſends has obſerv'd , in the flouriſhing times of Rome and 
Athens , the Academicks and Stoicks ; and Laertius (ayes 
in bs , the Epicureans, were the only valued Sets of 
Philoſophers , while the 'Peripatericks were bur little ac- 
counted of, Yea Cicero , Pliny, Qnuintilian that had other--- 
wile the greateſt eſteem of Ariſtotle , prefer'd Plays before 
him. And I find — 

( 2+) Not that Ariſftorle had ſuch an exceſs: of reſpec? 
and _ , till after Berbariſm had overrun. Rome 
and Athens, For when the Empire began to _ rae: 
rom: 
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A Letter concerning 


from that black night of /gnorance Which had with 
it's rude Conqueronrs invadedits Averroes and ſome others 
of the Arabian Interpreters chanced to light upon the ye. 
mains of this Philoſopher , which they tranſlated into the 

\ Ianguageofthe Moors, and as 'tis uſual for Men to dignific 
- what they have beſtowed pains upon, eſpecially if it be rare 
and zew; theſe firſt Interpreters would not fail to celebrate 

the Author , that they might reconcile credit to their Wri- 

tings upon him , and recommend their own eluc#brations, 

; And therefore Ariſtotle ſhall be the prime of Philoſophers, 
b that they. may be »ext him, Inſomuch that his Redeemer 4- 
=. wverroes artiv'd to that Fanny in Commenaation as to affirm, 
that Ariſtotle invented Logick, Divinity and Phyſiology ; ne-- 


ver ſpoke any thing without ſtrong reaſon , and that there 
was nothing defetive or ſuperfluous in his Writings , but all 
things in the moſt full and perfe& order z and that no cr- 
rour had been found in his Compoſures : which Commen- 
dations coming down to the Latizes, with the Boeks they 
celebrated , and they having no other Philoſopher , but 4- 
riſtotle, nor Interpreter, but his 1dolater Averroes , greedily 
{ſwallowed both the Books and the CharaGer together, making 
ſacred Text of the Writings of the Author, and' Axioms of 
the Commendations of the Interpreter. For the mighty cry 
of the firſt admirers , aſſiſted by the Ignorance of thoſe 
rimes,. and the natural remper that is in Men to revere the 
-Arft Author that pleaſes them, bore down others to an al- 
ſent to thoſe applauſes; and being ar laſt by the Schoo!- 
mey mingled with Divixity, and by others adopted into 0- 
ther faculties, grew in a manner Sacred and Univerſal. 
DO became an Oracle, his placits were enacted Laws, 
and his dixit an unqueſtionable argument ; and thus was the 
reaſoning World deſpoil'd of that freedom which is the pri- 
viledge of Humane Nature, and ſubje&ed to a forreign Av- 
therity , that could lay no reaſonable claim to their reſpe&t 
or obſervance, So that the eſteem of the Ariſtotelcan Phi- 


biſephy 


ARISTOTLE. 
loſophy having been ſo ſmall in the beft and wiſeft times, and 
having ſprung up to this bulk. by accidental eccafions in the 
latter and to cultivated ages , I cannot yer think it ſo pia- 


cular to queſtion the dueneſs of thoſe ſuper/ative praiſes 
are beſtowed upon him in theſe , wherein Mankind ſeems 


awaken'd tocnquire into the World of things, not of Words, 


and is reſolv'd no longerto court Names , but Nature. And 
you'le ſee leſs reaſon for your diſpleaſure againſt that en- 
gagement of mine, when I ſhall have told you 
Thirdly, Thar 'tis very dowbifal whether thoſe Writings 
that go under his Name, are Ariſtotle's or ner. For belides 
thar the antient Greek /nterpreters have alwayes made this 
2very in the beginning of their Expoſitions, Whether the 
Books they were about to expound were Ariltotle's z beſides 
this ſuſpicion I ſay , ſeveral very learned men have profeſ- 
ſedly undertook to prove the wncertainry of all his Writings, 
among whom are Picu, Patricius, and Gaſſendws, and from 
theſe Author's I'le give you abricf account of this matter. 
(Firſt ) then Theophreſtws, Ariſtotle's Scholar , wrote ſeve- 
ral things that had the ſame title with thoſe we preſume are 
his : And who then can tell wherher they were wrote by 


Ariſtotle, or Theophraſtus ? to ſay Ariſtotle's Works. are 


diſcoverable by their fty/e, is ro preſume the queſtion, 
That ſome are known to be his: which being ſuppoſed, the 
enquirer may notwithſtanding be deceived in his judgment, 
ſince learned Men in the ſame age are often delighted 
wich the ſame mode of writing , eſpecially the Scholars of 
any great A#thor uſe to imitate the Way and Method of their 
Maſters ; yea and diverſity of Age and Matter make's them 
ſometimes differ more 1n their Szyles from themſelves, than 
others do from them, At leaſt (Secondly) Theephraſius had 

at advantages of adding, altering, and mingling Ariſtoile's 
Works as he pleaſed : He himlelt puring orth few Books 
while he lived, but. leaving them in the hands of this his 


Strabs 


preat Scholar and Sefarar, And ris the, obſervation. of | 
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Strabo and Plutarch that the firſt Peripateticks had few or 
none of 4riftorle's Writings among them ; upon which ac- 
count impoſtures and forgeries might be more ſecurely 
practiced, Beſides which , (Thirdly) Theopbreſtw himſelf 
did not pwblifh theſe Writings , bur leftthem in the hands of 
Netews , | as 1s teſtified by Plotarch and Atbenzrs, Now 
this Nelzws of two Copies which he kept of Ariftorte's wri- 
tings', ſold exe to Prolomy for the famous Library at Alexay. 
ria; the other he kept himſelf and left with his Poſteri- 
ty; who, as Srrabo reifies , difigent ſearch being made by 
pot one's Kings after Books to furmſh the Zibray at 


till chey were almoſt ſpoil'd with worhs and rottenrſs, and 
after ſold them to ApeBicon Tejwe an Athenian , who got 
them tranſcribed and fupplyed in theſe places in which they 
had been impair'd by rhetr concealment , but as S:rabo ſays 
arbitrarily, and at a venture z infomuch that the Tranſcripts 
were full of ertour and incurabke defeats, Ar length S5/a 
taking Athens, this Library of _Ape#icon , in which were 
3 | the Writings of 4riftorle , was tranſported. ro Rome , as is 
"8 ecſtified by Plurarch, and*there fell into the hands of Tyras- _ 
2 nio Grammations under whom they comracted new and - + 
worſe errors. From him: they paſs to Audronicus Rhogins 
who diſtributed them into the order we now find them in, 
alding and abering as he pleaſed. Aﬀrcr him, Picus ſays the 
contending Pertp atetic ks ſtill mended what they #nderſtood not; 
ang every man as he fancyed. All which circumſtances arc 
more than ſuſpicions of much forgery and corruprion in Arifto- 
e's Compoſures. Yea, if that be true which Mariwe N:oliue 
aſſerts, and rites vr vouts to prove, that moſt of the 


Books of Ariſto:le that. are 'extatit ate but' Fpiromes and 
Compendiums drawn up by Nicomarbas of his Father's wri- 


o 


rings,” "ewill be anorher evidence- againſt their Authority. 
To whichl add { 4.) What has been obſerved bp fore- 
aked Learned Men , that Diogenes Larrtius, who lived when 


ereamw, hid them in a pit underground abour 160, years + 
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riſtorle a greater Man than to be the Author of ſuch pour 
bs - 


moſt of the Antient Authors might be ſeen , who was ve- 
ry induſtrious inthe ſearch of Antiquities, and who peruſed 


above two hundred - Authors in order to the compiling of 
| his Hiftory, forty of which had profeſſedly wrote the {wes 


of Philoſophers ; yet this Diogenes hath omitted all we have 
now extant of Ariſtotle's works except nine , viz. duo de 
Plantis, Phyfiogn, Categoria, de Interpret. Mechan, Contra 
Xengphanem ; Contra Gorgzam & Zenonem, Yea and Pa- 
tricins grow ſufficient oat why all theſe bur the four laft 
ſhould be ſuſpeRed alſo. Now why ſo many forged pieces 
were aſcribed to Ariſtorle , three. reaſons are given by Am- 
monins, viz. ( 1.) Becauſe there were ſeveral others of his 
name ( Dn Laertins (ayes eight ) by reafon of which 

ie marter to ſhelrer the mean and contemptible 
produds of others under his name andauthority. (2.) Becauſe 
ſeveral of his Diſciples wrote Books on the ſame Subje&s, 


and with the ſame Titles with their Maſter. ( 3.) There 


being grteaz rewards propos'd by Ptolemy to thoſe thar 
brought in any confiderable Author's to his Library , ſeveral 
out of a covetous deſign to enrich themſelves by the for- 


gery , inſcribed othcr Writings by the Name of tbs Ph- 
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loſopher., to render them more currant and wendible, So 


that there were 40. Books of Analyticks aſcribed ro Arr- 
ftotle in Prolomy's Library, when as he wrote bur four ; and 
two de Categoriis, when he wrote but ene, It appears then 
that the Books of Ariffetle are of very uncertain and ſuſpici- 


. ons authority, Yea, and though his Writings were never ſo un- 


ſuſpe& and certain-in the main, yet noman canbe afſur'd in 
particular what is Ariſtotle's in them and what not,they having 


met with ſuch hard uſage as we mention'd. Yea, the Books 


themſelves give notorious evidence of thoſe abuſes in: the 
confuſions, inverſions, contradifions, tautologies, defetts, ab- 


ruptneſs , and other groſs imperfetFions they abound with. , 


Upon the account of which Gaſſeadvs ſayes, he thought 4- 
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and obxoxiowe writings, But however, whether theſe ar 


C Pee 

##ine. or net, they contain the Ariftoteliewiſm of the ==, | 
patetick Schools, and if thoſe warks are none of his , 

there'sleſs reaſon why we ſhould fall down before the e+n 

o an wncertaln Authority, Beſides which, I muſt con- 

els | | 

_ Fearthly, That the reverence I have to the more anticnt 

Sages , which Ariſtotle frequently rraduced , and unworthily 
abuſed, animated me to more Severity: againſt h:m , than 

npon another occaſion had perhaps been fo pardenable 
and becoming. And that Ariſtotle dealt {o invidiouſly with - 
the Philoſophers were before him, will not need much 
proof to one , that is bur indifferently acquainted with his 
writings. The great Lord Bacon hath particularly charged 
him with this unworthineſs in his excellent Advancement of 
Learning , wherein he ſays, that [ 4riftezle as though he had 
been of the race of the 0ttomans , ' thought he could not 
reign , Except the firſt thing he did., he kill'd all his Bre- 
thren. } And elſewhere in the ſame Diſcourſe [ 1 cannor 
a little marvel art the Philoſopher A-iſtotle , that proceed- 
ed in ſuch a ſpirit of difference and contradiQion to all 
Antiquity , undertaking not only to frame new words of 
Sctence at pleaſure, but ro confound and extinguiſh al! 


the antiens Wiſd.m, infomuch that he never names any. 


Antiext Author , but to confute or reprove him | confo- 
nant whereunto are the obſervations of Parricivs that hc 
carpes. at the Axtients by name in. more than 250 places, 
and without name in. more than 1000. he reprehends 46 
da: pra of worth , beſides Poers and, Rhetoricians , and 
molt. of all ſpent his ſpleen. upon his excellent and vene- 
rable Maſter Plato , OMG in above 60 places by name 


_ he hath contradigted. And as Plato. oppoſed all the So- 


Bhiſters , and but. two Phileſephers, viz. Anaxagoras and He- 
raclites z ſo Ariſtotle that he migtit be oppoſite to him in, 
9 allo, oppor'd all the. 2biloſophers, and but two. Sopbiſters 
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_. viz, Protagores and Gorgias, Yea, and not only aff; 
with his arguments, but perſecuted them by his reproaches, 
calling the Philoſophy of Zmpedecles,andall the Antients Stur- 
tering z Xenocrates, and Meliſſus,Ruſtichs ; Anaxagoras, ſim- 
ple and inconſiderate ; yea, andall of them in an heap,as Parri- 
ctus teſtifies, groſs Ignorants, Fools and Madmen, How fit then 
think you is it that the World ſhould now be obliged to (@ 
tender and awful a reſpe&to the Libelltr of the mok Venera- 


ble Sages, asthar it ſhould be a crime next Herefie toendea- 


vour_, though never ſo modeſtly , to weaken his textuary 
and »ſurp'd authority? and how juſt think you is your 
charge of my KefletFions as a piece of irreverence to An- 
tiquity ? when my weneration of the greater Antiquity ex- 
rorted from me thoſe ſtriftures againſt the proud Antage- 
nift of all the ancient and more waluable Wiſdom ? of 
whoſe unworthy and difingenuous ufage of the Elder Phi- 
loſophers , T'le preſent you among many. with ſome parti- 
cular inſtances, that moſt eaſily offer themſelves ro my 
pen and memory, Briefly then, he accuſes Zens for making 
God. a Body , becauſe he call'd him a Sphear in a Metaphor. 
He ſayes of Parmenides Jyxev & Sygudy egxzs mis that he 
' made hot and cold Principles, anda yet in two long Chap» 
ters falls upon him as making all things one, Theſe two 
Principles of Farmenides Ariſtotle interprets of Fire and 
Earth , when 'tis clear enough that the Philoſophers meanr 
Light and Darknefs, 
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He ſays of Rarmenides and Meliſſas, that they denyed all ge- 


' neration iv 3 NN x42 panv ire gveipete of rw. | And yet in'a- 


gother place,having ir ſeems forgot this charge, ol» g Naguwi-s > 
2 zip Tr@- grannwdCor mh 72 Vlarrds wn, He accuſed Empe- 
decles for conſtiruting the Soul - 
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© 36  *'A Letter concernne 
; _ took occaſion from that verſe of his 
WE Teis 33þ als yalar omimudy , vin & vie | 
When as the Elewents he means are not c@rporeal. 
as Ariſtotle would ſuggeſt to force an abſurdity on thar 
Philoſopher , bur IntelleFual ones, as Simplicins one of 
his own Interpreters expounds Empedecles, He blaſphemes 
Anaxagoras's Mind in thele words «7 e&nr9 mn edwe- 
ms. Cur31 6 vis. And yet after gives excellent attributes to thar 
Mind of Anexageras. He accuſes the Pythagoreans of 
making Numbers the Principles of things ; when as 'tis 
evident that Numbers were intended by Pythagores , but as 
Symbolical repreſentations of them , which ſerv'd him bur 
for the (ame purpoſes the Hiereghyphicks did the eZepri- 
aus, from whom that Sage had his Method of Philoſophy 
as Phileponre himſelf contefingly affirms , Suubnus; yay 5 
Tivdsſipores der9pbt md quay un iagpr: Pur of all the Philoſophers 
he quarrel'd with,' there was nonehe purſued with ſo 
much gal and —— ,\ as his incomparable Mafer 
Flats , whom he not only #nſolently oppoled and ingrate- 
fully thruſt out of his School while he lived , but with a 
ſevere pen perſecuted his very aſhes, and followed him with 
injuries beyond the grave. And all for no other reaſon , 
. bur becauſe that Venerable old Man reproved his evil life, 
and prefcrr'd the better deſerving Spencippme, Xenocrates , 
and Amycles before him. The particular inſtances of choſe 
ungrateful abuſes are too numerous to be inſiſted on; therc- 
fore I ſhall only pitch my obſervation on Pleto's Dodrine 
of 1des's which Ariſtotle in all his Books inveigh's againſt, 
and hath render'd ridiculows among his credulous Sectators., 
Conceraing which you may pleaſe ro take notice , - that 
this 'Opinion was. not originally Plato's, though Ariſtorle 
charge him as the Author , but was the Dottrine of the 
2 Pythagoreans , eAgyptians and Chaldeans, We have it in 
' Tum&r Lacrw the Þ an, apiv dv tear wveX Abyy is lo 
ike = y ins. And before him Trifmegiſtus , dc & TH? vio rf 
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which will alſo clear the antienr ſenſe and narure of thoſe 

Idea's, We bave them then in the Oracles of Zoroafter , 
N#sg Pun porter rojoug dtudd) Guns | 
Nepworpss Iffas, | 

And agaio , 
Tlas nees 'Iftas xoterrubl0 av wa mwyh. 


And theſe 1des's, by which we may underſiand their natures, 


he calls irrorar progg} hav myiis mrends. Briefly then, the Chal- 
deans by their 1dea's underſtood the forms of things as they 
were in their Archetype Mente, which anſwers to the ecernal 
aby& in the Chriſtian Trimity, They called them alſo 
105ſx x woe, as they were in this primevel Mind. In the 
Soul of the World they call'd them airs in Nature, they 
were Sreds; and in Matter , Forms, Thus therefore z In the 
Seeds of all things there is beat; in that, Spirit ; in this, 
Nature which depends on the Univerſal Soxl , and that on 
God , in whom 'tis fywx or Idea. This was the Chaldean 
notion of Tdea's, and thiwwas'the Platonical;y, which how un- 
like it is the Chimera of Univerſal abſtraF notions, Ariſtotle 
and his Peripateticks fallly affix upon the Divine Philoſopher,is 
of eafie apprehenſion. So that 4rifforle in his impugnati- 
on-of the Platonical Ines's, _ againſt morons of his own 
creatine, and no affertiens of his Venerable Maſter. And 1 
Ms Feepdy ken: any einen of ſnifirtey and 25 
and his F hideſophy, leftens my- et of Arifiotte, bs. 


ret behold ſo Sacred in 
Chrifiendom ," while the mma. Prince of Philoſophers 
with his divine Theories ſeems to be negleHed and forgotien ; 
eſpecially ſancechis latter is fo conſonant in his Dogwere to 
the principles of Chriſtianity , and the other fo eppoſuce ” 
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- dixiwmr 64S But originally this DoQrine of 7dea's was 
Chaldean, for which I offer you the enſuing Teſtimonies 
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© ff Letter Concernmsg, 
moſt the articles of our belief in bis. Of which Patricia 
has: preſented the World with' a large Catalogue of In- 
ances, and 1'le offer you a few of them. Flato affirms God 
to beoneys Ariſtoile make's one firſt mover, bur 56 other 
Gods movers of the Orbs. -Plato own's God under the notion 
of the Father ; which A-iſotle no where acknowledges, 2lato, 
that God isthe Supreme Wiſdom ; Ariſtotle, that he is ignorant 
of particulars, Plato,that God is Omnipotent ; Ariſtotle, that he 
can do nothing , but move the Heavens, Plato, that God made 
the World ; Ariſtotle ghat the World is wncreated, and ererpal. 
Plato,cthat God made the World of nothing 3 Ariflotle, that of 
nothing is made nothing, Plato that God is free from all body ; 
Ariſtotle , that he's tyed to the: firſt ©&rb. Plato, that Pro- 
 widence is over all things z A4riftorle, that tis confin'd to the 
Heavens, Plato, that God governs the Univerſe ; Ariſtotle, not 
God, but Nature, Chance, and Fortune, Plato, that God crea- 
ted the Souls Ariftetle , thar 'tis the A? of the body, Plato, 
that the happineſs of a Man js inhis likeneſs ro God z Ariſtotle, 
that a Man is happy in the goods of Fortune, Plats, there 
will come ore thar ſhall:reach us to prey, a prophecy of 
our Saviour,  Ariſftorle, prayers are in vain, becauſe God 
knows not particulars. Plats, that after death good Men ſhall 
enjoy God, Ariſtotle,no pleaſure after this life, Plats, the Souls 
of the wicked ſhall be puniſh'rafrerdeath 3 Ariftorle , they 
ſhall periſh with the body , and ſuffer nothing, Plato, the dead 
ſhall riſe.” * Ariſtotle , 4 privatione ad habitume. Platothatthe 
Soul and 8odyof the wicked (hall be puniſh't in Hel, A4ri- 
 fotlt knew no ſuch matter; Theſe are ſome inſtances among 
many, of the divine temper of the Platonical Philoſophy, and 
the impiery of the 4riftoreliany for a further account of which 
I referre you to the fore-mentioned learned Author. So that 
' I doubtnor, but when you: have: duly confider'd the mat- 
ter , you'l judpe-thoſe Refleitions the effe&ts of a laudable 
zeal for 4niiqui/ty, and what is more ſacred, Trath. To which 
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(5.) That the Ariftotelian was not the avtient Philoſo-. 


- phy, but- the co eularian. and Atomical, which to the 
great hinderance of Science. lay long buryed in megled and 
oblivion, bur hath in theſe latter Ages been again reſtored 
to the light and it's deſerv'd repate -and value, And. that 
the Aromical Hypotheſis was the Firſt and molt Antient, of 
which there is any memory in Phyſology , is notoriouſly 
known to all, that know the Age of Demvocritus 3; who was 
one of thoſe Four Sages that brought the learning of the 
e£gyptians among the Grecians ; Orpheus bringing in The- 
ologyz Thales the Mathematicks ; our Democritus, natiral 
Philoſophy; and  Pythagoras all. Three, with the Moras. 
Now ho learning of the _eAigypiians came from the Chal- 
deans, and was convey'd to them , as ſome learned Men 
affirm, by Abraham, who was of kin to Zoroaſter the 
oreat Chaldean Legiflatour and Philoſopher ; which Zoroaſter 
lived 290 years after the Flood, and as Bliny ſaith, was the 
Schellar of Azonaces, whom Antiquaries affirm to have 
been of the Schoole of Sew and. Heber. The Atomical 


Philoſophy then coming from the «£gyp1ians to the Grecians, 


and from the Chaldaans to them; 1s without doubt of 
the moſt venerable Antiquity; and the es ay a very 
noweliy in compare with that grey Hypotheſss : atthebelt, a 
degeneracy and corruption of the moſt antzens Wiſdom. Yea, 


and 'tis the complaint of ſeveral learned Men, which who- 
ever. knows any thing of Ariſtetles SedFators will jultifie, 


That. the Modern Peripateticks have as farr receded from 


his ſenſe, as from the Truth of Things. For it hath been 


the Faſhion of his Interpreters both Greeks, Latins, and 
Arabians, to form whole Defrines from catches and ſcraps 
of ſentences, without attending to the. analogy and mains 
ſcope of his Writings. From which method of interprera- 
tion hath proceeded a ſpurious medly of mice, ſpinoſe and 
uſeleſs notions, thar is bur little of kin to Ariſtotle or nature, 
So that whatever of genuine riſes is in thoſe works 


that 


that bare his namez There's little of 4rifoile in his 
| Schools; And 'tis no indignity to Antiquity or the Sragy. 
rite, to oppoſe the' corruption and «baſe of both, 'And to 
endeavour to reftore the Antienrs to their juſt eftimarion, 
which hath been uſurp't from them by a modern and ſpurious 
Learning. And though I grudge not Ariſtoiles eſteem while 
It is not prejudicial to the reſpe& we owe his Berters ; yer 
I regret that exceſſive and undue wenerarion which fondly 
ſers him ſo much above all the more valuable Anticnrs, 
And Vle propoſe it ro your judgment | 

(6.) Whether 'twas likely that A4riftozle was ſo farr be- 
yond orher Philoſophers in his /»re{{efFuals,as theſc latter Ages 
have preſumed, when he came ſo farr ſhort of moſt of them 
in his Morals > I believe there's a near 'conneCtion between 
Truth and Govdneſs, and there's a tafte in the ſoul whereby 
it reliſheth 7r#th, as the Palate Mears ;, which ſence and guſto 
vice depraves and w4iates. So thar though Witt may make 


doubt ſeldom the beſt and. moſt exerciſed #hzloſop hers. 
Now what the Ancients have related of Ariſtotle's man- 
#ers, Ile preſent you in' an Inſtance or two, and diſmiſs 
this dif; pleativg ſubjeR. Sides then accuſerth him of Sodomy 
with Hermias, efſchriones, Palephatus, and Abydenus; 
St, Ferome 'of Drunkenneſs: Lyeus and Ariſtecles, two of 
his own diſciples, charge him with A4varice: e/£lian of 
Cavelling, Loquacity, Sceffing, and Ineratiiude z of which 
laſt, there are two notorious inſtances in his uſage of 
Alexander and Plato, How he uſed his venerable Maſter, 
I have already noted. And what return he made to the 
. kindneſſes of his Gloriows Scboller, you may ſee in theſe 
tew words from  Arrian , % #0 Gapuatoy 3 m7 "Acorns wh 
Fran 6 tees Nur Fly AriZardpor Kenidirer irew. And to 
Nan much FE. Timew the Hiſtorian in Suidas gives 
Forth count 'of him, That he was forward, impudent , 
Jeury, unwiſe , indotile , and hatefully #lutinons, or in the 
Wer ns a 7; On» _ _ - words 
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1c Vicious, cunning Sophiſters, and ſubtile Atheiſts, yet 1 
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words of Suidas ,\ Thuu& prov wT Acurrinus I) avnvy yds 
Sno”, Geymnln, Wy u onftrns, onliualn, wr vwrdgodrne S 'm 
mAvTiLOg janerior SNmuUrArKone , x). orfs many wal 'x, oxnrlw bum» 
 mIMxira aels T1. javeiuapyr bWagwrlb, of ua yiefver Ws maowv. 
But to conclude theſe ungrateful remarques, Plutarch 
make; him a Trayior to Alexander ; and Enſebins to his 
Conntrey. And being ar laſt baniſht for his 7pierty, He 
made himſelf away by poyſon, according to the Teſtimony 
of Laertivs, Thus then you ſee an ill CharaFer of Ariſts- 
. tle's manners from diſintereſſed Authorities 3 on conſidera- 
tion of which, 'tis to me matter of ſome wonder, that the 
memory of the Yitious (ſhould be ſo bleſſed, and his authe- 

rity ſo irreproveable. Unto all which may be added. . 
(Laſtly) That there is leſs reaſon: that Ariftoile ſhould be 
valued beyond all others that have had a name for wiſdom, 
if we conſider, that he borrowed almoſt all he writ from: 
the more antlent Philoſophers, though he had not the inge- 
nuity and graticude ro acknowledge it : Particularly from. 
Architas and Ocellus, tranſcribing FE eg for word in. 
many places, eſpecially che latter 3 and yet never as much as 
mention'd him in all his writings. And Ithink you aſcribe 
more to- Ariftozle then is his Yue when you ca'l him the . 
INFENTOUR of SCIENCES; for we owe that 
honour. to others of the Anrients z particularly ro Zeno the. 
Invention of LZogick, and of Rhetorick to Empedocles, accor- 
ding to his own Teſtimony in Lagytins, g16 5 'Acxerrians 
Sveemlu eurdy ( ſpeaking of Zeno) mir Haaermiis, dwg 
'Burnddras bnmeemis. Perictione a Pythagoreay woman writ: 
Metaphyſicks (before *Ariſtoile. Stobeus in his Morals hath 
a Fragment of her Book de Sapientia, of which ſhe declares 
the ſubje in theſe. words, H 5 Zopia ot? aupſe mo 211 of torr. 
\ Befides whom Plato, Parmenides, Xenophanes, Pythagoras, 
the Egyptians, Triſmegiſtus, and before all, the Chaldeans 
writ of this Science, long before Ariffotle was extant. 
And, Democritus brought natnral Philoſophy, as did: Pytha- 
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tans, before the Stegyrite 

" Mathematicks , they were 

"He was born in. Greece, 

mixzas .ouruows is his own 

Chas chen you: ſee Sir, we- are not ſo much beholden 
rifhotle, as moſt men have p ſumed, And perha 


ou may be convinc't_that we "have n0- rea 
ately ro revere his Authority, Bur -whither you wag 


i 


"not, 1 L am not much. concerned, being willing to leave 

he liberty of their own fentiments. Ir ſufficerh 

that 1 have given you ſome of the 

isfactions in Ariſtotle and his Hypothe- 
d, atthe bar. of your judgment, 


gt - 


;if you are not, your diſſent 1 preſume is 74 
TI have ſeen- your reaſons, I ſhall cither 
to your apprehenſions, or be more con- 


eneſs of mine own. To 
of Jour pardon of 
of the afteRionate 


* 


umble' Servant 


